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ficients in it to a high 3 ani 
tion of Learning. Fr Prople Dad  Leifure 
them, and fewer would take the Pains, N now = 
think moſt Men agree that the Pains are not worth 
taking; and be 101 2 lops bis Time that Way, 
whatever Induſty L is neither e 
For his taſte, nor . K by fs bis Ac tirements,” un- 
leſs by thoſe whoſe Applauſe Men of Genins ans not 
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Employment where, to excel in it, nothing 1s reguir d 
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a wrong one. A Clown may exult and ſwagger, becanſe 
be 4 is an accompliſ d Hougbman; but I would rather 
ſhould bave the - Renown than I; though a good 
. is a. goa Character in a Ounti y, and, in 
me luſtauces, a drudgi Pedavt, who is the Plongh- 
man in the Learned Wor 12 it likewiſe a uſeful Cha- 
er Tr might be, boweder, wiſh d, that they would pre- 
ſerve the Diſtance and Humility of Ploughmen, and 
not value themſelves ſo much upon meer Sweat and 
Digging. 

As to the Fathers, there is ſq little to be learn'd 
from them, that they who know much of them, are 
_ een d ty ſuch as know little of any Thing. 

low was there ever any Thing more inſolent = 4 

H, than to 2 1 us. for the es of the 
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- Whoewer bat ſeen Solomon's Temple Allegoriz d 
ty John. Bunyan, may find there a Specimen of the 
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Scripture, According to John there was not a Nail 
in that Temple, but had its Typical Purpoſe, and 
every Baſon, and Pair of Tongs p1efigur d [ome great 
Myſtery to come; and, in ſhort, every. Stone and every. 
Tool in the Temple propbeſied. And in all this the 
poor pious Tinker did but tread in the Steps of tbe. 
Fathers, without knowing it. As the bad much more 
bonefly, and a more quiet and beneficent Sym it than any 
of them; Jo be had as much Invention and was full as 
equal to the Buſineſs of Allegory as the beſt of them, 
and his Fancy was not more heated than theirs; aud 
whoever. reads bis Pilgrims Progreſs need only ſup- 
poſe himſelf 1eading one of the brighteſt Fathers in 
Engliſh ; and he will make them no ill Complement ; 
for his Imagination, which was a very good one, was 
really more regular and correct than thears,' I have 


often thought the Roſicrucians a Sort of ModernFathers; 


only they are more ſubli me in their Reveries . They deal 
alike in the ſame Puffry, falſe Rhetorick, and their 


Tmaginations are alike inſlam d and extravagant. 


It is irrational and impious to ſuppoſe that Almighty 
God, the good, the merciful God, would give to his 
Creatures Inſtructiam, Commands, and Advices, which 


were puzzling, obſcure, or uncertain, - when their Etex- 


nal Salvation was depending 


upon their conreiuing and 


applying them aright. And yet theſe Fathers ſuppoſe 
all this, in fetching from bis Mord 1 


Meanings, which upon reading it ſcem as different from 


it as any one Language is from another, It is but 


Fuſtice.to the Omnipotent Being to believe that be ſpeaks 
candidly and intelligibly to bis Creatures, and to all 
bis Creatures, whenever he ſpeaks to them at all 
But this Fuſlice the Fathers deny him, when they 


2 bim thus ſay one Thing, and mean ano- 
ther. | 


And 
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And no more is it to be ſupposd, that the Father 
of Mercies would cruelly impoſe upon ns, an impoſſible 
Thing for a Duty; I mean that of agreeing with the 
Fathers, who never agreed with one another, nor in- 
deed with themſelves. No People upon the Earth, ever 
differ d more (uo, not their Sec fen nor proceeded 
to greater Fury and Bitterneſs in their Differences. 
They were conſtantly quarrelling about the jmalleſt as 
well as the greateſt Points; and for the ſmalleſt as well 
as for the greateſt, they damm d one another. It is to be 
bop d, we are not to learn our Religion from thoſe who 
wanted Charity ; nor our Charity and Meekneſs from 
Men that were perpetually quaryelling, and curſing 
each other.. Lb 2 

They indeed contradicted the fir#® Principles of the 
Goſpel, by turning Meekneſs, Humility, and Self denial 
into Pride, Ric hes and Domination; and claim d all 
Things, by Ver tus of a Goſpel that gave them Nothing. 
Are theſe Patterns, for ſuch as would renounce the 
World, the Flefh, and the Devil, and live Sober, 
Righteous, and Godly in the World ? Does their 
Sainting of Villams and Affaſins; as ſometimes they did, 
entitle them to the Chayatter ani Reverence of Saints f 

Does theit eternal Contention' and Contradidton, qualify 
them for the Center of Unity® Is their turbulent Spirit, 
and their wild Want of common Senſe, their 1avenous 
Avarice, and flaming Ambition; their Fury and Fight- 
ing, their frequent Change of Opinion. theur Apoſtacy 
and Murders, I ſay, are all theſe, or any: of them, 
proper Marks of the Guides of God's People © And 
that theſe Marks belong to many of the Fatbers, and 
all of them to ſome, is too manifeſt. The following 
Sheets will prove that they do : Indeed, their own & rit- 
is, and all Ecclefiaffical ' Hiſtory, do little elſe but 

rode it. | | SES) 

k We have often heard the Diſſenters charg d with 

Fanatic i ſm, and their beſt Writers have been call d Fana- 


ticks, 
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ticks, by Men who reverenc d much greater Fanaticks, 
whilſt they reverenc d the Fathers, who far out went in 
Fanaticiſm, even the wildeſt Sectaries that appear d in 
England, during the late long civil Var; nor. were 
the Ranters, Sweet · Singers, Muggletonians, Fifth 
Monarchy Men, or any of them all, more ſtark mad 
with Enthuſiaſm, than the Fathers pere; who, beſides 
the Turbulency of their Behaviour, by which they 
brought many and heavy Evils and Per ſecutions upon 
the primitive Chriſtians, aſſerted Principles utterly ir- 
reconcileable to buman Society, as well as to Religion 
and Reaſon. Jacob Behmen was not a greater Vi- 
ſionary, mor vended more devout Dreams. | 
I thank God, we can underſtand the Scriptures with- 

out the voluminous and contradictory Ravings and De- 
clamations of the Fathers, who have equally perverted 
the Religion of Jeſus, and the Religion of Nature ; 
both which are clear enough to thoſe that will ſee them, 
and do mutually confirm each other. There is as much 
Difference, am indecd Oppoſition, between the New 
Teſtament, and the Writings of the Fathers, as there 
is betwixt the Pentateuch and the Talmud; which, 

its Fables, Forgeries, and wild Inventions, bas mangled, 
darken'd, and perverted the ſhort and plain Hiſtory of 
Moſes ; nor are the Dreams, Fables, and Abſurdi- 
ties of the Fathers more 1 1 or leſs glaring and 
extravagant, than thoſe of the Rahbies. Never were 
ſuch ridiculous Commentators upon Texts; and where 
a Child that could but read, would not have miſs 'd their 
Meaning, the Fathers bade miſsd it. They were 
fo far from underſtanding, applying, explaining or 
improving the amiable and evident Moral of the 
Goſpel, that whoever wou'd look for it in a Place 
where he is ſure not to find it, need only read the Fa- 
thers ; and I ſhould think very meanly of our Country 
Curates, if moſt of them cou'd not compoſe Syſtems of 
2 Haywk Rational and Scriptural than any of 
the Fathers ever compos d. Thus 
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Tbas much I thought proper to ſay here concerning 
the Fathers, by way of bb. face to the following Pa- 
pers. Whotuer wou d ſee. more elſewhere, may read 
the learn d Dr. Whitby 's late Latin Treatiſe entitl d 
 Difquifitiones Modeſtæ, and Mr. Marvels ſhort 
Hiſtory of Councils, and Daille of the Uſe of the 


„ 


I am 


The Reader's moſt humble Servant, 


The Independent Whig, 


HISTORY 
Q-F 
MORALITY. 


FOR W O Sorts of People ought, in a parti- 
V cular Manner, to apply themſelves to 


(2) 
It is certain, that MoraLiTY ts the Daughter 
of RELIGION, that fhe keeps even Pace with ber, and 
that the Fer fection of Morality is the Meaſiite- of the 
Per feftion of Religion, A great Emperor and Fa- 
gan Phil l Tay Own N. 9 ——_— 
never, ſazd he, do any thing purely Human in 
%a right manner, ale zen Landes the Rela- 
* tion it bears to Things Divine; nor any Thing 
* Divine, unleſs thou knoweſt all the Ties it has 
to Things Human.” In effect, the fundamental 
Principles of Natural Religion, which ought to be 
| the Baſis of all Religions, are the moſt firm, or 
1 rather the only Foundation of the Science of Mo- 
ö rality. Without the Divinity, Duty, Obligation, 
Right; are, to ſpeak the Truth, < but fine Ideas, 
which may pleaſe the Mind, but will never touch 
the Heart; and which, in themſelves conſidered, 
can never lay us under an indiſpenſable Neceſſity 
of acting or not acting, after a certain Manner. 
The Ideas of Order, Agreeableneſs, and Confor- 
mity to Reaſon, have; without Doubt, fomething 
real ; they are founded on the Nature of Things, 
upon certain, moſt true Relations : Even ſuch ag 
don't diſcover them diſtinctly, and in all their 
Extent, have a confuſed Notion of them : Our 
Minds are formed after ſuch a Manner, that they 
can't help aſſenting to them as ſoon as propos'd; 
and tis thus that the Honeſtum has in all Times 
made an Impreſſion upon Men of the _ 
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Mr. and Mad. Dacier's Preface to the Moral Reflections f 
Mark Antony, Pag 2 5 4 

d Or W arlegriy ri ay im ro MHz ovaraquens e 
e EA ers UN Marc. Antonin. I. 3. Par. 13. Ed. 
Gatakeri, & Par. 12. In Mr. Dacier's Verſion. | 

© See Rarheyrac' Notes on Puffend. I. 2. 6. 3. Par, 19. Net. 
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(3) 
civilized Nations But, to give theſe Ideas all the 
Force they are capable of, to make them able to 
keep their Ground againſt the Paſſions, and pri- 
yore Intereſts ; it is neceſſary there ſhonld- be '# 
uperior Being, a Being more powerful than we 
are, which may coupe ns to conform ourſelves 
to them invariably in our Conduct, that — 
us ſo, that it may not be in our Power to di 81 
ourſelves at Pleaſure; in a Word, that may lay 
us under an 3 properly ſo called, to fol- 
low the Light of our own Reaſon. This Fear of a 


Divinity, that puniſhes Vice, and rewards Virtue, 
has ſo great an Efficacy, that although the fun- 
damental Prir ciples of Religion ſhould be obſcured 
by the Mixture of Error and Superſtition, provid- 
ed they are not entirely corrupted and effaced, 
it does not fail to act up to a certain Point. The 
more pure, and the better ſupported theſe Principles 
are, the more they ſerve to ſtrengthen the Foun- 
dat ions of Morality, and to puſh the Rules of it 
in all their Conſequences, But compoſe. the fineſt 
Syſtem in the World, if Religion ſtand for no- 
thing in it, it will be, if 1 may fo ſpeak, but a 
Speculative Morality, vou will build on the Sand. 
This being the Caſe, it was natural, that the 
Public Miniſters of Religion ſhould make Mora- 
lity their principal Study, in order to conform 
themſelyes to it in all their Steps, and to give the 
People juſt Ideas, capable of producing ſolid Vir- 
tue. But they have been far enough from doing 
all that they ought, and might have done in 
this * oo Among the Heathens, the Divines, 
the Soothſayers, and the Prieſts, who declar d the 
heavenly Oracles, and called themſelves the In- 
terpreters of the Will of the Gods, never gave 
themſclves the Trouble to teach Men the Rules 
of Virtue, And it malt be confeſs'd, that — 
x | 


CD 

ſons: of ſound Morality, in their Mouths, would 
4 ave been very ill match'd with. the fright ful 
4 deas they gave of the Divinity, and the Weak- 
f neſſes, Imperfedions, or even, Vices, which they 
attributed to him by a ſtrange Subverſion of all 
| the Lights of Reaſon, Accordingly we ſee, that 
{ the ancient Doctors of Chriſtianity have very 
þ livelily reproached the Pagans with this unlawful 
w Divorce of Religion from Morality. 4 Thoſe who, 
is teach the Wor ſhip of the Gods, ſays Lafantius, take na 
"1 Notice .of any Thing that may ſerve to regulate Man: 
| ners, and the Conduct of Life : They do nat in tbe 
| leaf ſearch aſter T:uth, but apply themſelves only to 
8 learn the Ceremonies of Divine I or ſhip, which requii es 
43 only the Miniſtry of the Body, and in which the Senti- 
| ments of the Heart bave no Part. © The Pagan cd. 
fora and Religion, are two Things quite diſtin one 
om the other. Morality bas its particular Doctors, 
who do not teach the Manner of approaching the Gods : 
And Religion has likewiſe its Miniſters, - mbo do not 
teach the Rules of Morality. From whence it appears, 
that there is no true Morality, nor any true Religion, 
In Reality, as Mr. Bayle has obſerved, f © It 
* would be very difficult to prove, That the Pa- 
gan Prieſts required any thing beſides the Out- 
| * ſide of Piety, That they preſsd Amendment of 
| © Life, and taught, That without a ſincere and 
| * laſting Repentance of the Irregularities of the 
: Heart, 


* 


th 4 ; ALLE 1 a 1 2 


„ * — — 
n — tt — 


Nibiü ibi (in deorum cult) diſſeritur, quod proficiat 40 
4 mores excolendos, vitamque formandam, nec habet inquih- 
, tioaem aliquam Vexitatis, ſed tantum modo ictum colendi, qui 
non officio mentis, ſed miniſterio Corporis conſtat. Inflie. 
N Divin. J. 4. c. 3. num. 1, 2. Ed. Cell ar. a 
5 © See Id. Ibid. num. 4. See St. Auguſtin de Civitat. Dei, J. 2. 
1 e. 4. & 6. n | 4] 
3 / Continuation de penſees diverſ-s, Art. 49. b. 223. Seq 
4 Ar, Lock's Reæſonab eneſi of Chriſtianity, p. 305. 
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(3) 
Heart, Vows, Offerings, Proceſhons, Sacrifices, 
* Ordinary or Extraordinary Sacrifices, could ne- 
** ver appeaſe the Anger ot the Gods. It is 
* much more eaſy to prove, that they left the 
“ World in this convenient Deluſion, that it was 
** ſufficient to be bountiful towards the Gods, and 
to follow the Formulary of Rites and Cere- 
** monies. The Satyr of Perſeus may convince us 
of this, where he thunders againſt thoſe who 
„ make a Bank of Religion: And immed'ately 
* after calls upon the Prieſts to declare, what can 
* be the Efficacy of Gold in Holy Things. 3 But 
Tadeſne to know of you, ye Priefts, of what Service is 
this Gold, which is in the boly Places? Of juſt the 
ſame Service as the Puppets. which young Girls offer 
to Venus, are to her. Why ſhould not we offer to the 
Gods ſomething which neither the Cotta's, nor. the 
Meſſala's, with all their magnificent Baſous filfd with 
the Fleſb of their mot exquifite Victims, can preſent 
them with ? Why ſhould not we Fer to them an up- 
right, fencere, generous, Soul, pierced with the mot 
lively Sentiments of Fuſtice and Honour ? I deſire no 


more than this to preſent them with, and I'm ſure of 


obtaining whatſoever I „bal aſt, though I ſhould ſa- 

crifice to them nothing better than Salt and Meal mingled 
together b. - 

* Is not this infinuating that the Prieſts were 

* the People that fomented that mercenery Tem- 

Saf per 


— 
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5 Nicite, Pontifices, in Sando quid facit aurum ? 
Nempe hoc, quod Veneri donatz à Virgine Pupz. 
Quin damns id ſuperis, de magna quod dare lance 
Non poſſit magni Meſſalæ lippa propago, | 
Com poſitum jus, faſque animi, ſanctoſque receſſus 
Mentis, & incoctum generoſo pettus honeſto, 

Hoc ced ò, ut admoveam templis & farre litabo: 
THe the Perſe Sat. 2. verſ, 6g, & ſeq. 

Vid. Dryden Engliſh Traſ{ation of Perſeus, * 


1 
i 


(6s) 
++ per, that Trade an! Buſineſs of Devotion, that 
* reigning Abuſe, which made People profuſe 
in their Victims and Offerings to the Gods, 
„ imagining that the celeſtial Powers (as much 
* delighted as Men, with Preſents of Gold and 
« Silver,) would grant whatſoever they ſhould 
* requeſt at their Hands? — It does not ap- 
+ pear whether theſe Prieſts were Men of Learn- 
ing, or had philoſophiz d upon the Nature of 
* the Gods: But we have ground to believe, 
* that they had not Vertue and Probity, enongh 
to teach Men to place a much greater Confi- 
«* dence in the Purity of the Heart, than in 
* the exteriour Practices of divine Worſhip, and 
* the Expences of Religion. The Gain of the 
* Prieſts would have been too much lefſen'd, 
* had the People followd the Maxims of the 
« Philoſophers. * To all this let me add a 
Paſſage of Socrates, in that Dialogue of Plato's, 
which bears the Name of Eutyphron. that is to 
ſay, of the Perſon with whom Socrates is intro- 
duc'd ſpeaking. He was a Soothſayer, and So- 
crates ſeems in his Perſon to reproach all Prieſts, 
and other Perſons of that Character, i with being 
very reſery'd, and loath to communicate their 
Knowledge and Underſtanding : By which, in 
all Probability, he particularly means that which 
relates to Morality, as is inſinuated by the Op- 
* he makes of their Conduct, to that which 
e obſerves in his Dialogues, which ordinarily 
turn upon this Science, and whoſe only Tendency 
is to make Men better, and to inſpire them 
with the Love of Vertue. Moreover the very Sub- 
ject of the Dialogue, gives us to underſtand clear- 
ly the falſe Ideas the Prieſts had in Matters of 
er S ov N fed, v νEw˙ wagt a S Fav 
4% Liner Eu ͤ op. Ton, 1. pag. 3. D. Edit. Steph. 
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Morality, for there we ſee Entyphron, who be⸗ 
lieves he's. doing the beſt Action in the World, 
of his own pure Motion, led to inform againſt 
his own Father, in an Affair in which he pretend- 
ed to convict him of Murder. It will perhaps 
be objected to me, what I have ſaid * elſewhere, 
in one of my Notes, that among the Pagans, even 
the People knew, that Vertue is agreeable to the 
Divinity, and that Vice is odious to it: Whence 
it ſeems to follow, that the People were indebted 
for that Knowledge, to the publick Miniſters of 
Religion. But there is a great deal of Probabi- 
lity, that theſe Sorts of Principles kept their 
ground among the People, either by an antient 
Tradition, or by the Remains of the Light of 
natural Religion, or by both join d together; and 
that if the Prieſts did not teach downright the 
contrary, or if they even recommended Vertue 
ſometimes, it was after a looſe Manner, and with- 
out ever entering into an inſtructive Detail, of 
which 2 were, without Doubt, incapable; But 
this is ſufficient for my Purpoſe, which is to ſhew, 
that, among the Pagans, the publick Miniſters of 
Religion who ought to have made Morality 
their principal Study, concern'd themſelves with 
nothing leſs than that. 


Among the Fews, it does not appear, that the 
Prieſts aid themſelves to this Science, and 
after that there were no more Prophets among 
this choſen People of God, that is to ſay, a little 
after their Return from the Babyloniſh Captivity, 
the Doctors and publick Interpreters of the Law, 
begun inſenſibly to corrupt Morality; they were far 
from diſcovering its true Principles, and puſhing 
them in all their Conſequences, as they might eaſily 
have done, by the Aſſiſtance of Revelation, of 


| which 


* On Puffend. I. 2. C.- 4. par. 3. Not. 4. 
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which they were the Depoſitaries; but being whol- 
ly taken up with the Civil Law, or the Study of 
Ceremonies, labouring under carnal Prejudices, 
and ſcrupulouſly attach'd to the Letter of the 
Law, _ did not apprehend, or even acted con- 
trary to the Deſign of the Lawpgiver. Upon Pre- 
tence that God, to accomodate himſelf to the 
Weakneſs of the Fewiſh Nation, had preſcribd 
them a great Number of Rites and Ceremonies, 
they preis'd the Exerciſe of that exteriour Wor- 
ſhip, and the formal Practices of Devotion, much 
anore than Purity of Heart, and an exact Attach- 
ment to the Rules of Virtue; and which is worſe, 
by their falſe Gloſſes and i humane Traditions, 


they came at laſt to deftroy entirely divers of 


the moſt indiſputable Principles of the Law of 
Nature; ® they invented, for Example a thou- 

nd ridiculons Subtilities, to make Room to evade 
the Obligation of an Oath, and the moſt ſolemn 
Promiſes ; ® If any one (ſaid the Scribes, and Pha- 
riſees, whom for this Reaſon Feſus Chrift calls Hy- 
pocrites and blind Guides) if any one ſwear by the Tem- 
ple, it is nothing; but whoſoever ſhall ſwear by the Gold 
of the Temple, be is a Debtor. —— Whoſoever ſhall 
ſwear by the Altar, it is nothing; but whoſoever ſwear- 
eth by the Gift that is upon it, he is guilty. Te 
pay Tithe of Mint, and Aniſe, and Cummin, and 
bave omitted the weighticr Matters of the Law, Fudg- 
ment, _— and Faith Tt is one of the moſt pure 
Maxims of good Senſe, that ® all Vows contrary 


to a divine Law, are in themſelves entirely void. 


Nevertheleſs the Prieſts, and the Doctors who 
depended upon them, finding their Account in 
Vows, 


1 See Matth. 15. 3 

an See Matth. 15. 3. 

n Matth. 23, 16, 18, 23. 
* Juffend. I. 3. c. 6. por. 15. J. 4. c. 2 par, 8. 
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Vows made in Fayour of the Temple, had the 
Impudence to maintain, that if any one had vow'd 
to God all that he could have given to his Fa- 
ther or his Mother, ſuch Vow was lawful and ir- 
revocable ; fo that after the Vow, that unnatural, 
or rather impious Child, was, according to them, 
not only diſpens'd with aſſiſting his Parents in 
their Neceſſities, but could not even do it in 
Conſcience, becauſe of the Obligation of his 
Vow. » Whoſcever ſhall ſay to bis Father or bis Mo- 
ther, it is a Gift by whatſoever thou mighteſ# be profited 
by me, ought not to howur his Father or bis Mother; 
this was their Deciſion. As God, for Reaſons 
founded on the Conſtitution of the Fewiſh Com- 
monwealth, had forbid the Fews to have much 
Communication with other Nations, and even 
expreſsly commanded them, to root out ſome of 
them, they conceiv'd Sentiments of implacable 
Hatred and Animoſity againſt all the reſt of 
Mankind. Thus a Few look'd upon himſelf as 
diſpensd with, from doing any Office of Hu- 
manity, or any Duty of * Civility, to all Perſons 
of other Nations, unleſs they embrac'd the Fewiſh 
Religion ; he even pretended to a Right of con- 
ſidering them as ſo many Enemies, on whom 
he was not only permitted, but even poſitively 
commanded to revenge himſelf, when he could do 
it without Puniſhment ; and far from being able 
to ſet himſelf right as to theſe ' ſtrange inhu- 
mane Opinions, by the Inſtruction of his Maſters 
and Teachers, he confirm'd himſelf in them in 
their School. The a big with the Opt 
nions 
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q See Juven. Sat. 14. 1933 104. Tacit. Hiſt. l. 5. C. 5. s 
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niom of Judas ; Ganlonita, imagind, that there 
were none, but ſuch as were Magiſtrates of ws 
own Nation, and immediately eſtabliſh'd by the 
Order of God, to whom they were bound to Pay 
n 


— 


Obedience, from a Principle of Conſcience; 
upon this Foundation they © taught, that it was 
riot lawfal to pay Tribute to the Roman Em- 
perour, though he was in the peaceable Poſſeſſion 
of their Country; they likewiſe did divers other 
Things, of the like Nature, as our Saviour Feſus Chrif 
'reprogches them in divers: Parts of che Goſpel. 
The Poctors, whom the Fews have had in the 
following Ages, to this Day, have in this Reſpect 
only improv'd upon their Predeceſſors, as appears 
from the Extravagances, the deteſtable Maxims, 
and Impieties, of which the Talynd, and the Books 
of the Rabbim are full. We find in them, for Ex- 
ample, that it is no Harm * to curſe the Chri- 
ſtians: That it is not lawful » to ſuccour an 
Idolater, when we ſee him ready to be drown'd, 
or in Danger of periſhing by any other Way: 
That we ought not to perform the Function of a 
Phyſician to an Idolater, even when we could 
et hy it a liberal Recompence, unleſs we be 
evd that this Refuſal would draw on us the 

| Hatred 
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See Matth. 22. 17, Joſeph. Antiq. Jud. 1. 18. c. 1. & 
de Bell. Jud. 1.2, c. 12. 
„7. 23. 
v Ke Grotins s Letters, Part. 1. Epiſt. 122. 
Maimonides de Idololatr. ex Verſ. & cum Not. Dion. 
Voſtii,, in fine Tom, 5. Oper. Gerh. Joh. Yoffii. Amſt. 1700. 
Note, that this Rabbin is one of the moſt effeem'd, and moſt 
Judiciows among them. There are other Examples, of his de- 
table or ridiculous Maxims' of Morality, in the Abſtratt of 


bus Treatiſe of un Oath, Nouv, de la Repub. ces Lettr. Jan, 


1700, Art, 4. See alſo Baſnage Hiſt. of tbe Jews, l. 4 c. 15. 
erz the Author cites divers vile Mazims of the Jewiſh Doctors. 


they, it is lawful to ſuccour him, bat on Con- 
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Hatred of the fick Perſon, or we had Ground to 
fear fome Harm from him: In this Cale, ſay 


dition, that he pay well for it; for it is not law. 
ful to fucconr him Gratis. * Thus have theſe falſe 
Do&ors corrupted the Purity of Moles's Morality 
Fieſis Chriſt, during the Courſe of his Miniſtry, 
never ceasd to combat and entirely confute 
the erroneous Maxims, and pernicious Glofles 


of the Jewiſb Doctors. He re-eftabliſh'd Morality 


in all its Purity; he fully diſcoverd the true 
and gave, as to all the Duties of Men in 

general, and each one in particular, general but 
perfe& Rules, entirely agreeable to Reaſon, and 
the trne Intereſts of Mankind. His Diſciples 
ch d to all the Word this moſt holy Doctrine, 

by Means of which, well underſtood and explain'd, 
we may guide ourſelves ſurely, in the Deciſion of 
all Cafes imaginable : Nevertheleſs, even in the 
Times of the Apoſtles, there crept into the Church 
a great Number of falſe Doctors, who began to 
corrupt the Chriſtian 'Morality, pretending that 
to it' ? ought to be join'd the Obſervation of the 
Moſaic Ceremonies, although the Son of God had 
manifeſtly freed Men from the Obligation of 
ſubmitting themſelves to that Yoke, much fitter 
in itſelf to turn Men from true Vertue, than 
to maintain or produce it. There were likewiſe 
People, who teaching another Doctrine than that 
of Feſus Chriſt, * gave beed to Fables, and endleſs Ge- 


nealogies, which miniſler Queſtions, rather thay godl 
ee toy goth 
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* Mr. Rernard, in his Nouvelles. October 1702, p. 46. 
bere he cites theſe looſe Deciſions of the Fewiſh Doctor. 
Y See Paul's Epiſt."to the Romans, and Galatians, and Coloſl. 
2, 20. ſeq, Ws M2 LOW MAP Ye 1 
e M 1 Tim, T, 3» Az 77 6, 7. See 2 Peter 2. 13 2. 
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Edifying, which is in Faith, and in Charity, which 
& the End of the Commandments, both. of the Law 
and of the Goſpel z raſcally blind Doctors, under- 
flanding neither what they ſay. nor whereof. they affirm, 
turned afide unto vain Fangling. There were 
others, that deſpiſed Government, who being audacious 
and ſelf-willed,, were not afraid to ſpeak * of Dig- 
nities; who holding Diſcourſes full 1 Vanity and Fah 
drew: to them by the 17 of the Fleſh, and by De- 
bauchery, People that had clean eſcaped from them who 
live in Error, who d chang d the Grace of our God 
into Wantonneſs : Othen, laſtly, © That held the 
Doctrine of Balaam, who 4 taught Balack to caft a 
a Block before the Children of Iſrael, to eat 
Age ſacrificed unto Idols, and Fo fernt Tunica 


"Its is not therefore to. be . at. that after 
the Death of the Apoſtles, and their firſt Diſciples, 
the Evil encreaſed every Day more and more. 
The extream Fondneſs of the Glowing Ages for 
e Fables and Allegories, f falſe Eloquence, and 
the Reveries of the d Pagan 6 Philoſophers; the pro- 
found Ignorance of the Art of juſt Reaſoning. and 


* the nght + Manner of interpreting, the Holy 
| Scripture ; 


— a. MM 
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4 1 10. 18. 


V Þ Jude ver. 4. 


»Revelat. 2. 14. 


- , ® See Numb. 22. & ſeq... | 
© Fee Biblioth. Univ. Ton. 10. p. p. 233. & Hg. and M. du 


Pin in bu Bibliotheque of DA Auth: Tom. 1. p. 7. Edit, 
Hol. and Baſnage's Hiſt. of the Jews, l. 3 c. 22. 
_f See ArsCritica of M. le Clerc. Tom. 1. Part, 2. Sect. x, 
Cc, 17. Par. 13. & ſeq, p. 347. & ſeq. Edit. 4. and Bibl. 
Univ. Yom. 12. p. 134. 955 263, GW. 
3 Bibl. Univ. Tom. 10. p. 181, GC. 

h ges Defenſe des Senti m. —_— Theolog. d' Holl. &.. 
Lett. 14. Wotton on ancient and modern 0 c. 23. Le 


lere. Epiſt. Crit. & Ecoleſ. Epiſt. 3. 


„ 
ipture; the Impetuoſity with which Men 
abandoned themſelves to the Motions of a heated 


Imagination; the Ambition and Immorality of 


the greateſt i Part of the Eccleſiaſticks, who were 
more jealous of their own Rights and Privileges, 
and more ſet upon diſcuſſing ſome Point of Diſci- 
pline, or certain abſtracted Queſtions, than careful 
to ſtudy Morality, and inſtruct the People; the 
frightful Diſorders, and ſcandalous Diviſions which 
ſo often rent the Church; the groſs Abuſes which 
from Time to Time crept into Practice, and which 
at laſt made a Reformation neceſſary, always fo 
difficult to Attempt, and ſtill more to execute; 
the little Solidity we meet with in the greateſt 


Part of the Writings we have left of Eccleſiaſtical 


Antiquity : All this gives us no Ground to be- 
lieve, that the Study of Morality made great 
Progreſs in the World in thoſe Times, notwith- 
ſtanding all the Light of the Goſpel : But that 
there may be no Doubt remaining upon this Head, 
let us enter a little on Particulars. 

 k Who does not know (ſays a Reformed Miniſter) 
that the greateſt Part of the Fathers have wrote nothing 
upon Matters of Conſcience z and that thoſe who haue 
touch d on it, have ſaid nothing upon moſt © ueſtions, 
the Deciſion of which is of Importance? In Reality, 
it appears by the Books which are come to our 
Hands, and the Catalogues of thoſe that are loſt, 
that moſt of thoſe that are called Fathers of the 
Church never took Pen in Hand but to write up- 
on Matters purely ſpeculative, or Eccleſiaſtical 
Diſcipline, If they treated on Points of Morality, 
. "twas 


E 1 
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; Fr, for Example, ſeveral Paſſages of Gregory Nazianzen, 
and Bibl. Univ. Tom. 18. p. 57, 92, 110, 119. 
3 La Placette, de la Conſcience, Liv. 2. c. 16. p. 190. 
il 25 Rt: . 
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Twas very rarely, or on a particular Occaſion, and 
always in a looſe methodical Manner. Th 
Sermons which they ſometimes made upon t 
Sorts of Subjects, were fo very full of the vain 
Ornaments of a falſe Riot that the 2 
was, as it were, ſtifled under a Heap of Figu 

aud po — ow Declamations, Moſt of the Figures, 
of Morality which they ſcatter'd in their Works, 
were Sw by the Fores of Machines, and ex- 
travagant Allegories, from a Thouſand Paſſages 
of Scripture, where quite another Thing Was 
meant. To be convinced of this, we need on 
read the Collections which the 1 bigotted Ad- 


miters of Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity have given N 
0 


of ſuch Thoughts as ap to them the m 
beautiful in the Works of the the Fathers. Moreover, 
theſe ancient Doctors of the Church, even in their 
leaſt imperfect Treatiſes of Morality, perpetually 
* confound the Duties of a Man, and the particu- 
tar Duties of 4 Chriftian, conſidered preciſely ag 
ſuch; as alſo the Principles 4 1 pore 
Natural. and thoſe of the Chriſtian Morality : 

the other Hand, it often happens, that they walk 
too great a Difference between the Man ar d 
the Chriſtian; ſo that by carrying this Diſticti- 
on too far, they preſcribe 1 impracticable Rules. 
Laſtly, a very plain Proof of the little Care they 
take 4 cultivate Morality, is. that almoſt all of 


that 
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Fr Example, Mr. de ED 's Commentaries on the Scriptures ; 
and the ingenious Thoughts of the Fathers of che Church, col- 
lefted by Father Ronhours, their profeſy'd Admirer. See what 
. Bernard ſeye of them, Nouvel. de Septembye, 1704, p. 282 
zo 286. 

= Buddei Hiſt, Juris Natural. Par, 10. before bis Selecta J. N. 
& Jentium. 
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that Head. Let us run over the moſt celebrated 


among them, and they will furniſh us with ma- 
nifeſt Examples of what I have ſaid. | 
» ATHENAGORAS holds * the Worſhip of Angels, 
and ſays, that they were created to take Care of Things 
bere below. He praiſes Virginity, condemns ſecond 
Marriages, and calls them an o honourable: Adultery. 
The Work of Clemens Alexandrinus, entitled the 
Pedagogue, is a Book in which 4 he forms the Minds 
of Touth, and lays down for them Rules of Chriſtian 
Conduct. In this Treatiſe, are ſcattered up and down 
divers Maxims, very ſevere, and different from the 
Cuſtoms of the preſent Times. It is a confuſed Heap 
of Precepts without Order, without Connexion, 
full of Declamations and Myſteries; in one Word, 
worthy of him, ” who writes almoſl continnally. with 
out Order, and without Coherence, and who boaſts 
himſelf, in another ( Work, of having bad a Deſign to 
cover and perplex Things, that ſo none but ſuch as are 
very intelligent, and willing to take a great deal of 
omprebend them. There are, 


in the Paſſ⸗ 

Opinion Im, * — * to be read 
every o ia preferr d in 
general the Stoick Philoſophy to all others, there 
are likewiſe in that Work divers Paradoxes : 
* For, Example, he maintains, that v the Chri- 
« flian is the only rich Man, A Paradox very like 


© to 
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" In bi Apology for the Chriſtians. 
Du Pin Bite des Auteurs Eccleſ, Tom. 1. p. 65, Ed. d'Hol. 
P Aiwke@® (>0u®) zv feet ot Left. p. 298. 
Bibl. Univ. Tom. 10. p. 218. 
Du Pin in the Place abovecited, p. 86. col. 2. 
. Stromata J. 1. 4. & 7. in fine. | 
In the above cited Place. | 
he Life of Clement of Alexandria, by M. le Clerc, Bibl. 
Univ. Tom. 10. p. 194. | 
*. 3. c. 6. * 29 8 by 


which, in the 
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4 to that of the Stoicks, who ſaid the ſame Think 
* of 'theit wiſe Man. Thoſe Philoſophers expreſs 
* themſelves'thus: That the wiſe Man is the only 
rich Man, and Clement has changed nothing but 
the Word Philoſopher into that of Chriſtian. The 
Arguments he uſes to prove his Propoſition, 

are not very different from thoſe of the Stoicks, 
* as will plainly appear, by comparing what he 
* ſays with the Explication Cicero gives of that 
* Stoical Maxim, in his „ Paradoxes.” When he 
explains this Precept of the Goſpel, * hen they 
perſecute you in one City, fly into another, he reaſons 
upon the Principles of the Stoicks, who denied 
that Pain was an Evil: The Lord, ſays he, does not 
command us to fly, as if it were an Evil to be perſe- 
cuted; and be does not command us to avoid Death by 
Flight, as if we ought to fear it. Our Doctor, in 
the following Part of his Diſcourſe, founds the 
Commandment to fly, upon this, that otherwiſe 
we ſhould give Occafion to the Perſecutors to 
commit Murder: Feſus Chriſt, ſays he, would not 
bave us engage nor aſiſt any one to do Evil, &c. The 
chimerical Idea of the wiſe Man of the Stoicks, re- 
ſented a Man entirely without Paſſions : © So 
ikewiſe Clement maintains, in another Place, 
that YA true Chriftian is free from Paſſions, oven the 
moſt innocent ones, * except ſuch as regard. the Pre- 
ſervation of the Body, as Hunger, and Tbirſt, and 
ſuch like. Upon this Principle he pretends, that 
Feſus Chriſt and his Apoſtles had * no Nen 
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Paradox 6. 

* Stromat. I. 4 p. 503. 

hom he calls Gnoſtic ( that # to ſay, one that 
perſellly underſtands the Chriſtian Religion. TERS. 

# L.6. p. 649. Stromat. | | 

* Ib. le Clerc. Lettr. Crit. & Eecleſ. Ep't. x. p. 39, 19. 
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and that Feſus Chrift himſelf had no Senſe either 


of Pleaſure or Pain; that he had no Occaſion. to 
eat, and that, if he did it, it was for fear of be- 
ing taken for a Spectre. He likewiſe very incau- 
tiouſly juſtifies the Idolatry of the Pagans, where 
he ſays, that God gave them the Sun, Moon, and 
other Stars, that they might adore them, and by that 
Worſhip raiſe themſelves to the true God, A b Pro- 
feſlor in Divinity, of the Lutberan Communion, 
has endeavoured- to vindicate Clement. upon ſome 
of the Miſtakes I'm ſpeaking of. But it we exa- 
mine all that he ſays upon that Head, we ſhall 
find, that he does not ſucceed at all better, than 
where he maintains, that the Pedagogue and the 


Stromata are excellent Works, both in regard of 


the Morality, and of the Stile and Method. The 
Analyſis which he himſelfgives, is almoſt ſufficient 
to perſwade the Reader of the contrary to what 
he pretends to prove, and to ſhew the little 
Foundation of the magnificent Elogiums which 

he beſtows on the Prieſt of Alexandria. 
TERTULLIAN, to ſay nothing here of the Chi- 
merical Viſions and extravagant Auſterities of the 
Montaniſts, which he was miſled into, ſeems to carry 
a little © too far, in ſome Caſes, this moſt true Principle, 
that all ſuch as favour the Wicked in their Iniquity, or 
in any Manner whatſoever, contribute to Evil, are 
guilty , and to take Things ftritly which may be ex- 
cuſed; as for Example, the d bearing Arms for the 
Defence of the State; the adorming of Houſes with 
Illuminations and Laurels, in Honour of Princes; K 
make 
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* L. 6. Stromat. p. 669. | 

d Mich, Fortſchius Comm. in Offic. AmbroC Diſſ. 2. Par. 
6. & ſeq. 

© Du Pin. Biblioth, des Aut, Eccl. Tom, 1. p. 102. 
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make uſe of the uſual Ways of ſpeaking, though the 
have ſome Relation to Md oF? it with the ſas 
—_—_ that vindicating, in bis Book of the Crown, 
the Action of a Soldier, who had refuſed to put a Crown 
on bis Head; be maintains, that Chriſtians are abſo- 
lately forbid to put on Crowns, or even to bear Ai ms. He 
even calls thoſe Plumes or Crowns, which Soldiers 
uſe to put upon their Heads, the Pomps of the Devil, 
and a Sin againi? Nature, When he declaims a- 
gainſt Plays. he keeps within no Bounds, and 
gives blindly into falſe Sentiments, as, where he 
{ays, That it is © the Devil who puts the Buſtins on the 
Aﬀors, in order to make Jeſus Chriſt lie, who bas 
ſaid, that no one can add a Cubit to bis Stature. He 


aſſerts, that a Chriſtian cannot in Conſcience per- 
form the Function of a f Judge, nor ſerve as an 
Frecutioner of Juſtice. He ſeems to maintain, 


that one cannot be an Emperor and a Chriſtian at 
the ſame Time. In the Books of Monogamy. and 
Exbortation to Chaſtity, be condemns abſolutely ſecond 
& Marriages as Adultery. He maintains in his Book 
of. avoiding Perſecution, That it is abſolutely forbidden 


to fly in the Time of Perſecution, or to give Money to 


avoid being put to the Rack, After this, it is not 


to be wondered at, that he condemns Self. De- 


fence againſt an unjuſt Aggreſſor, as contrary to 
Chriſtian Patience. In order to prove this, he 
uſes Reaſons as weak and trifling as the Maxim is 
in itſelf hard and extravagant. He ſays, that the 
Goſpel forbids, Þ without Reſtriction, to return 
Evil for Evil: That it is an Attack upon the 

Rights 
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* De Spectaculis c. 23. 

f De Idalol. tr. cap. 15, 19. & de Corona Militis c. 11. 
See Dallzus Ce uſu batrum, J. 2. C. 4. p. 262, 

s Du pin 103, 102. 

b De Patientia, p. 165. Ed. Rigalt, See Rigaut's Notes. 


(iv) 


Rights of God, and the Homage we owe him, to 
arrog te the Power of defending ones ſelf as we 
think proper; That when Jeſus Chriſt ſaid, Judge 
not, le/ ye be judged, he requires a Patience carried 


to that Pitch; For who is he that does not judge ano- 
ther, unleſs ſuch a one as 3s patient enongh not to de- 
fend himſelf ? After this Manner does Tertullian ex- 
plain the Scripture, and on ſuch Principles he 
tounds the Maxims of Morality which he ad- 
vances. 

OxioEN, in his Homilies, is full of Moral In- 
ſtructions; but they are little elſe but Maxims of 
Morality, drawn from the Scripture by Force of 


Allegories, and told after a Manner not at all 


proper to touch the Heart, and to produce a 
reaſonable Belief. It is well known, that this 
famous Doctor, taking in a literal Senſe, by a very 
groſs Miſtake, theſe Words of Jeſus Chriſt, i Some 
ave made themſelves Eunuchs for the Kingdom of 
Heaven, put in Practice himſelf this miſtaken 
Precept; and Demetrius, Biſhop of Alexandria, 
before he became his Capital Enemy, admired 
this Action of his, as an Example of Heroick 
Virtue. | 

St. Cyegian k was married at the Time of his 
Converſion; but“ From that Time forward, even 
before Baptiſm, he preſerved his Chaſtity, as 
* his Deacon Pontius tells us : Which ſhews that it 
* was the Opinion of thoſe Times, that it was a 
* kind of Sarctity to live unmarned: An Opt» 
nion which does not ill match with the Ideas of 
* Vittue in thoſe Times, which were very often as 
* diſtant from the common Uſage of Lit. as the 
1 Rhetorick 
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i Matth. 19. 12. : 
k See Cyprian's Life by 34. Le Clerc, Bibl. Univ. Tom. 12, 
p. 2155 216, 217. 
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3 Rhetorick of the ſame Age, ſo much the more 


eſteemed, in that it gave a very new Turn to 
Things. The one was almoſt as improper to 
rocure the Good of one's Neighbour, and of the 

mmunity, as the other was to help us to 


underſtand clearly what was ſaid, and to ac- 


* 


"ob juſt Ideas. Cyprian, not contented with 
aving parted from his Wife, moreover gave 
all his Goods to the Poor. He had great Dif- 
ficulties to get over in parting from his Wife, 
and it was no {mall Mortification to him. It 
1s very certain, that the Chriſtian Religion 
does not command any Mortification, that ſerves 
to no Purpoſe: There was nothing more neceſ- 
ſary to be enquired into, than whether a Per- 
ſon is in a better Condition to ſerve God, 
when he entirely abſtains from a Thang, 
the Uſe of which has nothing Criminal in it, 
and which he can't help deſiring, or when he 
continues the moderate Uſe of it. However it 
be, from the Time of St. Cyprian, this new kind 


of Continence, which had been unknown to the 


n Ages, was regarded as a great Vir- 
ue. 1 St. Cyprian ſcarce treats any Thing but 


in the Stile of a Declaimer, and often ſays the 


moſt. common Things in ſo figurative and far 
fetched a Manner, that, if we don't keep our 
ſclves on the guard, we may eaſily imagine that 
all he ſays is of the Jaſt Importance. Unleſs 
he had had ſuch a Turn as this, he would ne- 


ver have took ſo much Pleaſure in the Reading 


of Teitullian, who writes juſt after the ſame 
Manner, » Among the Arguments which he 
uſes to perſwade young Momeñ to abſtain from 

* Luxury, 


* — 


— 


ſ ' 
f Th, . 21.23 Ab 3+ 
Ib. p. 232. * 
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G #4. } 
„Luxury, he ſays, It is acting contrary to the 
* Will of God, to uſe Ornaments, as likewiſe to 


I blacken the Hair, ſince our Saviour has ſaid, Tow 


cannot make one of your Hairs White or Black; and 
* you, adds Cyprian, you attempt to ſurmount a 
* Difficulty, which God has declared to be in- 
* ſurmountable.” A Reaſon, that either proves 
nothing, or proves, that it is not lawful to ſhave 
one's Beird, or cut ones Hair. St. Cypriax's entire 
Reaſoning turning upon this Maxim : All that 
grows naturally, is the Work of God; all that we change, 
in any Sort, is the Work of the Devil. He ſeems to 
be not far remov'd from the falſe Ideas of Martyr- 
dom that prevailed in thoſe Times, where © he 
* ® comforts beforehand ſuch as having confeſſed 
* Teſus Chriſt, might not perchance obtain the 
* Honour of being Martyrs, becauſe it might 
happen, that the Perſecution ſhould ceaſe before 
* they could be put to Death Which ſup- 
* poſes a Diſpoſition very different from the Sen- 
* timents of him who {aid when he was upon the 
* Point of undergoing the Puniſhment of the 
** Croſs: Ob that this Cup might paſs from me ! St. 
Cyprian, in his Treatiſe of the Uſefulneſs of Patience, 
highly extols v Abel for letting his Brother kill him 
without defending himſelf; thereby making him- 
ſelf a Type of the Conſtancy of the Martyrs. In 
which, as on the one Hand, he gueſſes at a Cir- 
cumſtance. of which there is not the leaſt Footſtep 
in the Hiſtory of Geveſis; on the other, he con- 
demns in this Paſſage, and elſewhere, the natural 
Right of Self Defence. When he * is to anſwer 


ſuch 


— wt. 


» De Habitu Virginum. 
o Bibl. Univ. in the above cited Place, p. 248, 249, 250. 
P De Bono Pattentiz, p. 214. Ed. Brem. 


J Ib. p. 309. ex Ep. 39. 
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ſuch as rebel againſt the Biſhops, he uſes an Argu- 
ment, which proves the Obligation of obeying 
blindly © all Biſhops elected with the uſual For- 
* malities,” or it proves nothing. In his Anſwer 
to a Letter of Florent Pupian, a Biſhop of Africa, 
He equals the Biſhops with the Apoſtles, and main- 
* tains, that it is injupportable Inſolence to pretend 
to judge of them: That Pupian in particular was 
an inſolent Fellow, to refuſe to acknowledge Cyprian 
© for a lawful Biſhop, till be had been convinced in his 
* Fudgment of the Legality of bis Election, ſince it 
*© would follow from thence, that for the Six Tears that 
he had been a Biſhop, he had no Right to adminiſter 
any Sacrament, or grant Abſolution to ſuch as be had 
« granted it to. Thus the Salvation of the People 
* depended on the Validity of the Election of a 
* Biſhop; and the Validity of that Election de- 
„ pended on the Holineſs of the Biſhop 
« Monſtrous Principle, which makes the Salva- 
© tion of Chriſtians ſo uncertain, and renders 
<« uſeleſs the Virtue of the People, with all which 
they were to be damned, if the Biſhop was not 
* a good Man, and if he had been irregularly 
elected. | Soy 
© LACTANTIUS pretends, that a truly good Man 
ought not to bear Arms, or trade with any Fo- 
reign Countries. He abſolutely condemns Uſury, 
and looks upon it as a kind of Robbery. He 
carries beyond all Bounds the Obligation of 
Chriſtian Patience. He “ maintains, that we onght 
to accuſe no Man of a Crime puniſhable with 
| Death ; 


— 


3 
Bibl. Univ. Ih. p. 332, 333. 
* Inſtit. Divin. cap. 17. I. 5. cap. 20. I. 6. c. 18. 
See Puffend. de J. N. & G. l. 2. C. 5. 5 14. 
8 L. 6, C. 20. | 
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Death; and treats ſuch an Action as Murder, 
without Diſtinction in any Caſe. 

; There are * very few Principles of Morality I 
in Athanaſius ; and thoſe you meet with there, | 
« excepting what regards the 5 of Per- 
e ſecution, Epiſcopacy, and the Defence of the 
“Truth, are not ſo fully hand led as they might 
f *© be. This 1s the 9 of a Roman Catho- 


1 


i lic Writer; who likewiſe owns that the Inſtructions | 

| of St. Cyril, are written in Haſt, and without much | 
Care. 

Saint BASIL, ſurnam'd the Great, holds, that | 


: be that gives another a mortal Wound, is guilty of Mur- | 
| der, whether be attacked the Perſon, or did it in Self- 
Defence. He declares, that it * is better to part ' 
thoſe that have committed Fornication, than to mar- if 
| ry them together; but that nevertheleſs, if they will | 
| marry, they ſhould not be binder'd, for fear a greater 
Evil ſhould bappen. In the Celebrated Letter to 
St. Gregory, in which he lays down Rules for a 
Monaſtic Life, there is one for the Regulation“ 
| of the Behaviour of Monks, which appears di- 
| rectly contrary to that of Feſus Chriſt in the Goſ- 

pel, (Matth. 6. 16, 17.) for this Father ſays 

that the Humility of the Solitary ſhould appear in all his 
| Behaviour; that be ſhould have the Eye ſad, and look- 
ing down on the Earth; bis Hair diſcomposd, his 


+ © ug „ ge * ” 


Garment naſiy and tatter d. In the little Treatiſe 

| of reading © the Greek Writers with Profit, I find two 1 

g or three very ext vagant Maxims. He pretends | 

| — — — — | 
* Du Pin Bibl. des Aut. Eccleſ. Tom. 2. p. 54. 4 1 

: lb. p. 143. [ | 
Ib. p. 179. ex Epiſt. 2, ad Amphiloch, Can. 43. 1 
* Can. 26. ii 


> Bibl, Univ. Tom. 25. p. 412, 413. 
© Homil. de legend. Grac. par. 7. Ed. Oxon. 1694. 
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that it is unlawful for Chriſtians ever to g0 to 
Law. He ſeems to 4 underſtand literally theſe 
proverbial Words of Jeſus Chriſt, If any one ſtri ke 
you on the right Cheek, turn to him alſo the left : And 
+ he finds that Socrates did ſomething very like 
that, which is there commanded, when he pa- 
tiently endur'd a ſevere Banging from an inſo- 
_ Tent Fellow, that was enragd againſt him. He 
believes, that it is © never lawful to ſwear ; and 
thereupon propoſes the Example of a Pythagorean, 
who chaſe rather to looſe three hundred Talents, 
that is, about eighteen hundred Crowns, than 
take an Oath, though he could have done it with 
a ſafe Conſcience. 

GreGoryY f of NAZIANZUM, writes with- 
out much Order. —— His Style is exceſſively full of 
Metaphors, very incorre#, and ſometimes barſh. —— 
** He s runs out againſt the Boldneſs of the A ians, 
and Macedonians, who were at leaſt as numerous 
as the Orthodox. and had the Impudence to 
meet together, and form Churches; horrible At- 
tempt after the Deciſion of a Council, ſo or- 
„ derly as that which had been h juſt then held! 
* Gregory could not underſtand how his Holineſs 
and his Gravity (this was the Manner of treat- 
ing Biſhops in. thoſe Days; Gregory was writ- 
* ing to Ne@arins) could ſuffer the Apollinarifts 
to meet together. —— He thought, for what 
*« Reaſon I can't imagine, that allowing thoſe 
People to meet together, Was granting them 
* that their Doctrine was truer than that of the 

„Council, 


ww” 
— 


4 Th. par. 13. 

© Thid. 

f See his Life by Mr, le Clerc. Bibl. Univ, Tom. 18. p. 23. 
E Ibid p. 114, 115. 

* The Council of Conſtantinople, 
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Council, ſinee there could not be two Truths: a8 


* it the tolerating of any one, was ſignifying our 
Aſſent to the Truth of his -Opintons' Laſtly 
he exhorts Necfarius, to repreſent to the Em- 


< petonr, that that which he had done in Favour 
of the Church. would be of no Service, if the 
Hereticks ſhould be allow'd to aſſemble toge- 
ther. Thus honeſt; Gregory, who, whilſt t 


cc Ariaus were moſt powerful, : having the Em- 


< perour of their Side, was againſt doing that 


* which he blam'd in them, advis'd his Suc- 
ceſſbur to forget that wholeſome - Leſſon. 
When the Emperour Julian, added Inſult to his 
il Treatment of the Chriſttans, and deſpoil'd 
them of their Goods, telling them he only help'd 


em to obſerve the Goſpel, which commands them 


to deſpiſe Riches, i Gregmy anſwers this, among 
* other Things, that Julian, by uſing em after 
* that Manner, muſt needs think that the Gods 
Hof the Pagan, were pleasd to ſee People plun- 
* der'd, though they had deſerv'd no ſuch Uſage; 
and ſo of ' Conſequence. approve of Injuſtice. 
He might have been contented with this An- 
* ſwer, but he adds that there are ſome Things, 
„ which Feſus Chriſt has commanded as neceſſary, 
% and other Things, which he has propos d ſim- 
* ply, for ſuch as are willing to obſerve them, 
« without laying any one under an indiſpenſa- 
* ble Obligation of doing it. Such, according to 
Gregory, is the Command to forſake the Things 
* of this Life.” By which we fee that he ſup- 
poſes a pretended Advice, to abandon ones Eſtate, 
when we have no particular Reaſon for fo doing : 
Whereas it is a real Commandment, but which 

| 18 
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i mcumbent on 1s, only when we cant preferve 
our Goods, without breaking in upon our Duty, 
and violating fome Maxim of the Goſpel. 

Saint AMBROSE: carries the Eſteem nk Vugt 
nity, and Celibacy {6 far, that he feems to re- 
gard Matrimony: as an indecent 'Thing, He lays 

very plainly, that, liefore the Law of Moſes, and 
#4 of the Goſpel, - Adultery was not forbidden, If 
he be looſe upon this Head, he ſeems too rigid 
upon another, I mean, upon lending = to 
Ufury, which he condemns abſolutely, without 
any Exception. 'The Treatife of Ofices 18 a Book 
which boy wrote to teach Eccleſiaſticks their Duty. 
Although u the Name of Miniſters, is Hruc ł out of the 
Roman Edition, and the following ones, it is found in 
all the Manuſcripts, and it is plain bythe Work itſelf, 
that St. AMBROSE, wrote it for the Eccleſiaſticks. 
But though be addreſſes himſelf to them, be likewiſe 
#»eats of the Duties of all Chriſtians, of which he makes 

a part ĩcular Application to Ecrleſiaſtichs. We fee by 
the little, and the Manner in which he treats 
his Subject, that he deſigud to imitate Ciceros 
Offces.' But yotwithflanding what has been f:1d; 
by a * Lutheran Divine. who publ iſn'd this Work 
at Vir temberg, in the Year 1698, with ſome Dif- 
fertat ions of his'own ;/ if we except the particu- 
lay Principles of the G'jpel, which St. AMBROSE 
has ſalted about in this Work, with the Ex- 
amples and Paſſages of Holy Scripture, which he 
C , 13 87 1 484 , Perpe- 
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k De e Virgip-: ne alibi. 72 Dall. de un Pa- 
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1 ail. t. 90 Patriarch. Abrah. ca p. 4. See Dall. ubi sar. 
Mr. Bayle, Dict. Tom. 3. p. 2679. Not. 
m De Tobla c. 3. & 15. See M. Noodt de Foen. & Uſaris 
1. 7. 6.4 & 2G "GT & ſeq. and du Piaf T. 2. p 256. 
" Du Pin, T. 2. p. 257 258. 
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perpetually cites, but generally very ili apply ; 
t don't ſtick to fay, | wy the Copy is infinitely. 
below the Original, whether you conſider. the 
Purity and Eaſmeſs of the Seve; 0 or the Compo. 
ſition of the Work; and the Order of the Things 


contain'd in it, or the Solidity of the Thoughts; 


For DO 
Book. . 


and Juſtneſs of the Reaſoning 
ſee here the Contents of het Firſt 
a Kind of a Preface upon the Queſtion, when _—_ 
in what Manner it is proper to ſpeak or hold | 
ones Tongue; he enters upon his Subject, in the 8th | | 
Chapter, with ſome Grammatical Remarks, which [| 

| 

| 


WY 0 WW” OY SO. > 9 


have- no Foundation. In the 1oth Chapter, he 
treats of good v Breeding, the firſt Part oi which 
he makes to conſiſt in the Art of governing ones 
Tongues; in the 11th Chapter, he diſti 
two Sorts of Duties, the Middle, and the Pfad. | 
He places in the Rank of the laſt, the Love-of A} 
our Enemies, Prayers for ſuch as caluminate us, 1 
or injure us in any other Manner, and the Works 
of Mercy. The 12th and following Chapters, 
to the 17th, turn upon the Subject of Providence, 
which he endeavours to eſtabliſh and defend, the 
beſt he can, againſt the Murmurings of ſuch''as 
are expos d in this World to great Afflictions, and 
againſt the Objections of Libertines and 2 
Men. In the 17th and following Chapters, he 
treets of the Duties of Youth. Ha ſpoken 
occaſionally at the End of the 24th C w Of 
the four Cardinal Vertues, Prudence, Fuſtice, For- 
titude, and Temperance, he begins his Diſcourſe up- | 
on them, but very ſlightly, in the 25th Chapter, | 
| where finding himſelf the Diſorder of his Diſ 3 
> conrſe, he attempts to excuſe, or rather juſtify it it 
in theſe Words. i 
E 2 ' Perhaps 
— — — 
? Mr. du Pin ownsit in the * oor Pom * . 
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Perhaps it © will be ſaid, that we onght to have be- 
gun our Diſconrſe, with this Subject, ſince from ' theſe 
four Vertues, ſpring the different Sorts uf Obligations: | 
But that would have been, to conform to the Rules of | 
Art, according to which we ought at firſt to have de- 
in d the Obligation, and afterwards divided it into the 
different Sorts But we have defignedly avoided tying | 
om#ſelves up to theſe Rules We are content with pro- | 
Pong Examples, taken from the Conduct of our An- 
ceftors ; that which is not difficult to be underſtood, and 
does net: require the 'Subtleties of a methodical Writer. 
In the 28th Chapter, he very prepoſterouſly at- 
tempts to ſhew, the Falſity of two of the Fun- 
ctions which Cicero attributes to Juſtice; and 
this is not the only Parlage where he criticizes 
without Reaſon, on the Pagan Philoſophers, by miſ- 
taking their Sentiments, or retuting Things that 
aremoſt indiſputable. Towards the End of this 
firſt Book, he returns to the Eccleſiaſticks, whoſe 
principal Vertues he deſcribes, and ends with a 
Diſcourſe of the Sacredneſs of a Du. He does 
not begin his Diſcourſe of Bleſſedneſi till he comes 
to the Beginning of the 2d Book. The ſame Con- 
faſion and want of Method runs through the 
whole Work. He maintains that a.” Chriftian ought 
wot. to fight againſt: a Robber who attacks him, and 
lays at down as a general Maxim, that it is never 
ful to preſerve ones Life, by occafioning the Death 
| of another. He likewile lays it down as a gene- 
| ral Rule, that one cannot lawfully do a Thing which 
i 7s not © expreſly allom d. and antboriz.d by the Scrip. 
4 ture; and on this Prineiple, he abſolutely forbids 
} the Eccleſiaſticks, all Sorts of Raillery. It is not 
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to be wonder'd at that he condemns (L. 1. Cap. 
50) ſecond Marriages : Divers others were of the 
{ame Opinion, as we have already obſervd, be- 
fore his Time. | 0 
Saint CRRISOS TOM treating of Uſury, gives 
into very extravagant Opinions, as divers other 
Fathers had done. The ſame Doctor, ſpeaki 
of the Expedient Abrabam us d for the ſecon 


Time, when he was afraid of being killd, if it 


mould be known that he was the Huſband of 
Sarah; makes no Difficulty of telling his Audi- 
tors: Jou know very well, that nothing makes a Har- 
i* band more uneaſy, than to ſee bis Wife ſuſpeſted of 
Having been in the Power of another; and yet, * this 
ju Man does all be poſſibly can, that the Af of Adul- 
« ter y may be compleated.— He afterwards highly ex- 
” ax his Courage and Prudence. Then he excuſes 
* him for having conſented to his Wife's Adul- 
* tery, upon this Account, namely, that Death, 


* which had not as yet been deſpoil'd of his Ty- 
* ranny, did at that Time inſpire great Terrour- 
After this Elogium of the Huſband, he paſſes 
* to the Praiſes of the Wife, and ſays, that ſhe 
** heartily accepted the Propoſal, and did all ſue 
could to play her;? Part well in the Comedy. 
% Thereupon he exhorts Wives to imitate her 
in this, and cries out: Who can wy admiring ' 


* this great Forwardneſs of bers to obey ? Who can 
* ſufficiently commend Sarah, for that after ſuch Con- 
* timence, and at ber Age, ſhe was willing to ſubmit 
* to * Adultery, and deliver up ber Body to Barba- 

| trians, 
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See M. Noodt de Foen. & Uſuris, I. 1. c. 4. & 6, 
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<< rians, in Order to ſave her Huſband's Life ? St. * Au- 
©, broſe is no leſs laviſh of his Praiſes of Sara's 
* Charity; and St. Auguflin fell into near the 
* ſame Illuſion (in reaſoning upon another Exam- 
ple.) It is a very ſtrange Thing, that theſs 


great Lights of the Church, with all their Vertue, 
and all their Zeal, ſhould not know that it 
. < 3s not lawful to ſave ones own Lite, nor that 


<* of another, by committing a Crime. 

St. JEROME b every where exclaiming againſt 
Marriage in General, and ſecond Marriages in Par- 
ticular, and bis Iuvectives are ſo bitter, and fall of Rage, 
that with all the Softenings in the World, one cannot 
amaid perceiving, in © what be ſays upon that Head, an 
entire Conformity with the Sentiments of Tertullian, 
whneb were condemn'd by the Church as injurious to the 
Honour of Marriage, and contrary to the Holy Scrip- 
twee. He condemns 4 all Oaths without © Ex- 
* ception. He ; forbids Chriſtians, to pay Tri- 
© bute to infidel Princes. He adviſes 6s and ap- 
proves the Action of thoſe, who kill them- 
<« ſelves for fear of loſing their Chaſtity. He 
oſten ſpeaks of Virginity, and the monaſtic 
«Life, after a Manner which would almoſt make 
4 one think it Neceſſary to Salvation. Labour, 
«< Faſtings, Auſterities, and other Mortifications, 
Solitude, and Pilgrimages, are the Subject 1 

<< almo 


De Abraham, I. 1. c2. h 

See Bayles Dia. Art. Acindynus. 

b Theſe are abe Words of Dall. de Uſu P. trum, p 276. 
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* almoſt all his Counſels, and Exhortations. 
He gives h us to underſtand plainly enough, that 
Feſus i Chriſt has aboliſh'd the Permiſſion to eat 
the Fleſh of Animals, in the ſame Manner as he 
has aboliſh'd Divorce and Circumciſion. It is 
well known with what Fury and Knavery, he 
run out againſt Vigilantius, who had written againſt 
the Worſhip, which at that Time began to be 
paid to the Relicks of Saints and Martyrs, and 
againſt divers other Practices, which the follow- 
ing Times have but too much ſhewn the bad 
Conſequences of. The little Treatiſe of Ferom's, 


againſt that Prieſt is full of groſs ſcandalous Re 


flections, and falſe Reaſonings, which tend to 
render: * odious to the Populace, an Adverſary 
whom he could not refute by good Arguments. 
St. AUuGUSTIN endeavouring to make an 
Apology, for Abraham's Complaiſance for his Wie, 
with Regard to Agar, pretends that a Wife may 
yield to another Woman, the Right ſhe has to 
the Body of her Huſband; and that the Huſband 
may likewiſe transfer to another Man, the Right 
he has to his Wife's Body: And which is more 
ſtrange, he founds this Paradox upon a * miſtaken 
Paſſage of St. Paul, This Father dares to main- 
tain, that by the Divine Law, all Things be- 
long to the Juſt, or » Faithful, and that ** 
1 | _ 
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Diſt. 35. can. 2. | | ; 

* See M. le Clere's Diſſertar. At the End of his Logick, 
entitled de Argum. Theol. ab invidia ducto. —828 

De Civit. Dei, l. 16. c. 25. 

" 1 Corinth. 7, 4. 


—— 


= £4 8  w @* - . 


„ Epiſt. 153. Tom. 2. Edit. BenediQtin/ See Bayle's H hi- 
loſoph. Comment. on theſe Words,Compel them tv core in. Part. 2. 


p. 130. & ſeq, 


| 
1 


(i38)) 

| have no Right to what they Poſſeſs : An abo- 
minable Principle, and which overturns all hn- 
mane Society. But ſee here another, which is 
not leſs odidus, and which alone would extremely * 
Pain the Memory of the Biſbop of Hippo; it is this, 
' that after having been far Gentlemeſt and Moderation, 
es to the Treatment tu be oh ſer v d tawards Heretic ks; 
the Diſputes which he had with the Donatiſts ſa heated 
bim, that he chang d from White to Black, and main- 
tain d openly, that Hereticks otight to be perſecuted, and 
forc'd to embrace the Orthodox Faith, or elſe to be 
quite rooted ont, which is a very terrible and inbuman 
Opinien ; as has been remark'd by a celebrated 
Miniſter of the Reform'd Perſuaſion. Every Body 
may read in French two v Letters of this Father, 
which were made uſe of to juſtifie the laſt Per- 
ſecution in France; and jt may with Juſtice be 
faid that St. Aug /in is. in ſome Sort, the great 
Futriarch of Chriſtian Perſecutors. Let us well 
obſerve this Example, for it does not ſtop with 
the Biſhop uf Hippo, and he alone gives us a very 
ſenſihle Proof of the Manner in which the Chri- 
ſtian Doctors have neglected, or rather disfgur'd and 
corrupted Morality If ever there was any Maxim, 
contrary to all the Lights of good Senſe, natu- 
ral Equity, Charity, good Politicks; and the Spi- 
rit of the Goſpel; it is (without, Diſpute) this de-. 
teſtable Opinion of Conſtraint and Perſecution, 
for the Sake of Religion. Nevertheleſs, ever 
fince the Church began to enjoy Repofe and 
Quiet, this has been the common Opinion, which 
in after Times was ordinarily reduc'd into Frcs 
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by the ſtrongeſt Party, with regard to the weakeſt. 
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The Codes are full of Penal,4 Laws, againit Sects 
that diſfered from the prevailing one; | and they 
were Councils, Biſhops, and the moſt. eminent Doctors, 
who eit ber ſollicited the H omulgaticon of theſe Laws, 
or honom ed with high Eloginms,, Acclamations, Rene- 
ditions, and moft humble I bankſgivings, the Sovereigns 


that bad made theſs Laws, or that executed them with 


V 7gour. RR 15 vI84 ig! TIT 
St. Leo. in the Opmion of Mr. 2 du Pin, does 
not much abound with Points of Morality, be treats 


them wer) diyly, and after a Manner that diverts, ra- 


ther than offe&s. + | | 


In the 1ime of Theodofius the Tounger, the Biſhop 
of Snſa a Royal City of Perſia, whoſe Name was 


 Aldas (or rather Abdaa) took the Liberty to hurn 
one of the Temples, in which Divine Worſhip.,was 
paid to *ihe Fire. The King (his Name was 1/de- 
gerdes) being informed of it, ſent for Abdaa, and 
after a very gentle Cenſure, ordered him to — 
the Temple to be rebuilt, which he had deſtroy- 
ed. But the Biſhop would do nothing towards it, 


notwithſtanding, the King threatened Repriſals on 
the Churches of the Chriſtians; which he actually 
put in Exccution, upon the obſtinate Refuſal of 
Abdaa, who choſe rather to loſe his Life, and ex- 
poſe the Chriſtians to a furious Perſecution, than 
obey ſo juſt and equitable an Order. b Theodoret, 
who relates this Hiſtory, does not deny that the 


1 Zeal 


7 i : t ; 
s 0 1 + 4 A. . 8 . 4 2 2 * ——— 
— a 
— 


— 


4 See Bib. Univ. T. 23. p. 366. & ſeq. and M. Bernard 
Nouv. de la Rep. de Lettr. May, 1699. p. 574, 575, and April 
1792, p. 409. and Supplem, to Philoſ. Comm, o. 29, 30, 31. 

© Ibid. p. 355, 356. Thomaſin de! Unite de I'Eglife. 

* F. T p 164. 

See le Clerc Bibl. Choiſie Tom. 8. p. 321, & ſeq. 

* Hiſt. Eccl. I, Fe C. 39. ü f f 


* 


| 
| 


2 - 


(34) 
Zeal which led Abdaa to burn the Temple of the 
Perſians, was unſeaſonable ; but he maintains that 
his Refuſal to rebuild ſuch a Temple was an In- 
ſtance of Conſtancy deſerving Admiration, and a 
Crown: For, adds he, it is as great an Impiety 
to build a Temple to the Fire, as to worſhip the 
Fire. © But there are no private Perſons, be they 
* Metropolitans or Patriarchs, who can ever diſ- 
* penſe with this Law of Natural Religion: One 
* ought to repair by Reſtitution, or otherwiſe, the 
* Damage which one does to bis Neighbour But Ab- 
das, a meer private Perſon, and Subject of the 
“King of Per ſſa, had ruined the Goods of another, 
* and the Goods of another ſo much the more pri- 
* vileged, in that they belonged to the Eſtabliſhed 
* Religion. And it was a very ſorry Excuſe 
© to ſay, That the Temple which he was to have 
* rebmilt, would have ſerved for Idolatry ; for it 
* wonld not have been he that would have put 
« it to that Uſe ; and he would not have been ac- 
* cormtable for the Abufe which the Owners might 
= have made of it. Would this be a valid Reaſon 
cc why a Man ſhould not reſtore a Purſe which 
& He had robbed another of, to ſay, That he is a 
* Man who ſpends his Money in Debauchery? 
* Befides this, what Compariſon is there between 
* — Building of a Temple, without which the 
.c .D Fans 


8 + would not have ceaſed to be as much 
| © Idolaters as before, and the Deſtruction of ſeve- 
Il & ral Chriſtian Churches In ſhort, what 
1 « was more likely to render the Chriſtian Reh- 
| gion odious to all Mankind, than to ſee that 
| 4 after they had inſinuated it upon the Foot of 
| e People that only defired to propoſe their 

“ Poctrine, 

— rn ene nat 


— — 2222 » — 5 
” *r „ ” — a 
= — —ñ᷑ — — — — — —— — * — * — — - 


© Bayle's Dif, Art. Abdas Remark C. p. 8. Edit. 2. 


© 29 

„ DoQtrine, they had the Impudence to demeliſh 
„the Temples ot the Religion of the Country, 
“ and to refuſe to rebuild them, when the Sove- 
* reign commanded it”? But thoſe Biſhops rea- 
ſoned upon Principles equally contrary to the 
Goſpel, and the Law of Nature; in which, how- 
ever, they did but imitate the Maxims d and Con- 
duct of St. Ambroſe, upon a very like Occaſion. 

GREGORY the Great, according to Mr. © du Pin, 
is tedious, and ſometimes too prolix in his Explications 
of Morality, and too ſubtile in bis Allegories — 
His Morals, or Commentaries upon Job, are one of 
the greateſt f Repertories of Morality that is extant. 
But he ſcarce ever s ſtops at the Explication of the 
Letter : He continually applies Moral Reflections and 
Allegories to the Text of Job, the greateſt Part of 
which might as well be applied to any other 
Paſſage of Scripture. 

What has been ſaid is, in my Opinion, more 
than is neceſſary to ſhew clearly, that the moſt 
celebrated Doctors of the Church, for the firſt Six 
Centuries, are very bad Maſters, and poor Guides 
in Matters of Morality. We ſaid the ſame Six 


Tears ago, when his Preface firſt ſaw the Light, 


and we don't retract it now we are publiſhing it 
a new, after a ſecond Review. The — of 
Truth, which ought to outweigh all other Conſi- 
derations but that of * tap Stumbling-Block 
in the Way of its Eſtabliſhment ; the Eaſe with 
which Abundance of People are dazled by 
Names, and by the Prejudice of Antiquity, eſpe- 
F 2 cially 
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cially Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity; the inexpreſſible 
Injury which this blind Reſpect cauſes to the 
Knowledge of the true Religion, and found Mo- 
rality; the Honour of the ge we live in, wh. ch, 
more than all the paſt Ages. has ſhook. off the 
Yoke ot an Authority deſtitute of Arguments; the 
Candour and Sincerity of which we make a Pro- 
feſlion; all thete Things requite us to ſpeak Things 
as they are in themſelves, and to judge of theſe 
Doctors who have been dead for ſeveral Ages, 
with the ſameDiſintereſtedneſs and the fame Liber- 
ty which we ſhould do of an Author dead tne laſt 
Century, and whole Reputation was entirely 1n- 
different to us. As good Proteſtants we may, and 
ought to ſpeak boldly, without putting our ſelves 
much in Pain what may be ſaid or thought by 
thoſe who think themſelves concerned to declare 
their Jealouſy of the Honour of the Fathers, and 
great Admirers of all their Productions, ſo far as 
to facrifice to them the moſt common Rules of 
good Senſe, which they would be very uneaſy 


1 not to make Uſe of in other Affairs. They are 
Fl unfortunate in being under this dite Neceſſity of 
1: judging ſo differently of the ſame Things, accord- 

$9 ing as they come from the Pen of a profane Au- 

10 thor, an Eccleſiaſtical, an Ancient, or a Modern. 


We don't even doubt but there are ſome, who do 
themſelves Violence on this Head, and who, though 
they talk like other People, don't think from the 
Bottom of their Hearts fo advantagiouſly as one 
wou d imagine, of the perſonal Qualities and 
Writings of the ancient Doctors, who have made 
moſt Noiſe in the Church. It wou'd be inhuman 
to inſult thoſe, who live thus under perpetual 
' Conſtraint, and we are ſorry for it with all our 
Heart, provided they don't Tek, or don't embrace 
without Neceſſity the Occaſion of betraying their 
| Sentiments. 
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Sentiments. But it is very hard to fit down eaſy, 
when one fees that People, who have here a full 
Liberty of thinking and ſpeaking as they think 
right, and whoſe grand Principle is, or ought to 
be, that the Holy Scripture is the ſole Rule of our 
Faith and Manners; that theſe People, I ſay, 
take the Pait of the Fathers with ſo much 
warmth, and not content to be obſtinately bent 
npon the Support of this viſibleRemnant of Popery, 
endeavour at any rate to lay others under the ſame 
Yoke, are out of all Patience with ſuch as ſnew a 
leſs elevated Notion of the Fathers than that 
which they have formed to themſelves, and in- 
veigh moſt bitterly againſt the Living, to revenge 
the Dead, to whuſe Memory no other Injury is 
done, than that of not admiring blindly their 
falſe Sentiments, and ſhameful Conduct. 
Certainly ſuch as being born in, or having gone 
over to the Party of the Proteſtants, dare declare 
themſelves ſo great Zealots and idolatrous Partiſans 
of Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity, did not well conſider 
Things, when they engaged in the Support of ſo 
had a Cauſe: If they refle& upon it, they plainly 
ſee it can never turn to their Honour. This ap- 
pears ſufficiently from the Extremities to which 
they are reducd, not to let go their Hold. They 
perpetually change the State of the Queſtion, 
they contradict themſelves every Moment: They 
don't dare ſay in ſo many Words, that the Fathers 
were infallible, nor that they never fell into very 
groſs Miſtakes ; and yet they reaſon as if they 
believed it, and would have others believe ſo; 
they build almoſt always upon this tacit Suppoſi- 
tion; they confeſs in one Place, that which they 
have denied in others, and ſometimes more than 
is required. In a Word, they ſo behave them- 
ſelves as to give ground to believe, that by 
much reading 2nd admiring the Fathers, they ac- 
| quire 
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quire a Turn of Miad much like to theirs; by 
which they furniſh us theniſelves with a new 
Reaſon and evident Proof of the Judgment we 
paſs upon theſe ancient Authors, the Reading of 
. whom produces ſuch ill Effects; inſomuch that by 
attempting to reſtore them to the too high E- 
ſteem, which Ignorance and Superſtition had ob- 
tained for them, they in Reality decry em more 
than could or would thoſe who believe they have 
juſt Reaſon to contemn them on divers Ac- 
counts. 

Nor only ſo, but they alſo imitate their Paſſions, 
which diſcover themſelves but too plainly in that 
which is come down to our Times of the Writings 
of the Fathers, and their Lives. To be in no- 
thing behind their Maſters, to Declamation, falſe 
Reaſonings, a manifeſt Ignorance of Criticiſm and 
Morality, to the Contempt of Order and of Me- 
thod, they join Rage and Invectives. They copy 
them ſo exactly that they become themſelves ve. 
ry great Models: Reproaches run from the Source, 
and we muſt do em the Juſtice to on, that in this 
at leaſt they ſhew a great Genius. 

Mortified to ſee, that without being abliged to 
fearch long, or take much pains, divers Authors 
have given us a great Number of Examples of 
the falſe Reaſnnings and groſs Miſtakes, which 
are to be met with in the Works of the Fathers, 
inſtead of attempting to ſhew ſoberly and by good 
Reaſons, that the Paſlages cited contain nothin 
but what's true and well thought of, which — 
be a ſure and honourable Way of defending theſe 
ancient Doctors, whom they have taken under 
their Protection: Inſtead of this, I ſay, they con- 
tent themſelves with crying out, with haughty 
Scorn, That it is the Faſhion now a Days to attack 
the Fathers, thut Ignorance thinks to recommend i ſelf 
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by this Way that ſuch as riſe up againſt them, do it 
with little Judgment and Knowledge. In which they 
themſelves thew but little Judgment, ſince the 
Queſtion here is no ways concerning that vaſt Eru- 
dition upon which they fo highly value them- 
ſelves. It is not neceſſary to underſtand all the 
Languages ancient and modern, nor to have read 
all the Fathers from Beginning to End: In order 
to judge of their Metit one need do little elſe, but 
take any Father you will, and open the Book, 
either in the Original, or in the great Number of 
Tranſlations that have appeared. There are even 
whole Books, that are but a continued Thread of 
Lownefles heaped one upon the other, as for Ex- 
ample, St. Auguſtins h Commentary upon the Pſalms. 
We likewiſe find in the Collections of Sermons, in 
the Books of Devotion, in the Commentaries up- 
on the Scripture, publiſhed in the Vulgar Tongue, 
an infinite Number of Blunders and Stuff of the 
Fathers, which their moſt zealons Admirers re- 
tale, as the Flower and Choice of fine and judi- 
cious Thoughts which they have obſerved in read- 
ing their Works. Thus all may judge now, with 
Knowledge of the Cauſe, whether the Fathers de- 
ſerve the Elogiums given them, and the Warmth 
with which ſome undertake to defend them. A 
ſmall Share of natural good Senſe is ſufficient, 
and never was the Reproach of Ignorance lefs to 
the Purpoſe, or worſe placed. It is true, that ſuch 
as bring ſuch a looſe diſhoneſt Accuſation, ſeem to 
have engroſſed to themſelves all the good Senfe, 
as 'well as all the Learning in the World : One 
would imagine, they would not leave one Spark of 
it to any one that does not enter into all their 
| Notions, 


*** 88 "wn 


See the Fudgment of Mr. du pin, Bibl. des Auteurs 
Eccleſ. Ce. | | | 


( 40 ) | 
Notions, or rather into all their Prejudices, intô 
all their Paſſions, and all their Cabals. That 
which might make one ſuſpect this, 1s, that there 
are among them ſome who are more civil and 
modeſt, than publickly to call it Impudence. For 
People to take the Liberty to think and ſpeak 
otherwiſe than they and the Fathers think and 
ſpeak, even upon Subjects where one does but 
follow the common Opinion of Proteſtants, as, 
upon the Lawfulneſs of Uſury, to look down up- 
on them in Compaſſion, from the Height of their 
Underſtanding; as People Who, without any 
Tincture of Learning, attempt to fignalize them- 
ſelves at the Expence of almoſt all the famous 
Authors of the paſt Ages; ſuch as dare modeſtly 
declare, that they have not fo high an Opinion as 
theſe People of St. Auguſtin or St. Ferom ; and to give 
themſelves tacitly the Title of great Authors, which 
a confuſed haſty reading of abundance of Books, 
good of bad, has without doubt merited for them, 
and which the World will never envy them. 
But that which fills up the Meaſure of Blind- 
neſs and Paſſion: Our bigotted Champions of the 
Fathers don t ſtop at the Reproach of Ignorance ; 
they draw into the Quarrel, beſides, either dire&- 
ly or indirectly, the Probity and the Religion of 
ſuch as openly tell both the good and the bad, 
with reſpect to the Lives and Writings of the Ec- 
cleſiaſticks and Divines of the firſt Ages. and who 
believe that they were not more infall:ble, either 
in their Lives, or their Doctrine, than the Eccle- 
-fiaſticks and Divines of the prefent Times. Qne 
1eF'them dares affirm, without any. Diſgu ſe, that 
ape; ſbould have a Veneration for the Fathers. if we bad 
a1trus" Zeal for Chriſtianity ; another, his f ithful 
Eccho, That the Contempt of the Fathers carried Men 
the greateſt Lengths (thus it is he calls the Fi _ 
0 | 12 


ma. (Þ eo a 


* FR. A 54 


, 
3 


Cr 


(43) 
with which Men jadge of the Fathers, without 
intereſting themſelves in their Reputation, but as 
far as Truth and Equity allow) that this Contempt 
refletts upon the Chriſtian Religion. If the Chriſtian 
Religion, adds he, had not for Propagators, Men truly 
7 1 * knowing, W hut Opinion ought one to have 
9 i 4 
F acknowledge, that it Reaſons which only tend 
to render odious the Opinion and Perſon of an 
Adverſary, were good Arguments, this would be 
one of the beſt that was ever invented. All that 
is in it may be eaſily retorted. It muſt neceſſarily 
be, ſay you, that the Fathers, whom you regard 
as the Propagators of the Chriſtian Religion, were 
Men truly pious and knowing. But it has been 
aſſerted, and prov'd by a great Number of Ex- 
amples, that the Fathers have not only fallen into 
very groſs Errors, and been very ignorant of 
abundance of Things; but that they have like- 
wiſe ſuffer d themſelves, for the moſt part, to 
be led, more or leſs, by Paſſion and Humour, and 
that there has frequently been a good deal of Ir- 
regularity and Obliquity in their Conduct. You 
do not at all overthrow this, you don't..give your 
ſelves the Trouble to refute the Examples and 
Facts propoſed to you, you paſs Sentence of Con- 
demnation upon that Head. Therefore you ta- 
citly confeſs, that the Chriſtian Religion is of no 
Value: You are a ſecret Atheiſt or Deiſt, who, 
under a falſe Pretence of maintaining the Intereſts 
of Chriſtianity, by vindicating the Honour of 
thoſe whom you regard as the Propogators of it, 
labour privily to overthrow Religion itſelf. It is 
pretty indeed, for you to ſet up for a Zealot 
for Orthodoxy, or the received Opinions, which 
you defend only by cdious Parallels, and malici- 
ous ill. natured — Very pretty, for yon 
. to 
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to fathom the Depths of God, employ all the 
Subtilty of your Wit to explain them, and flatter 
your ſelf with having found out new Solutions of 
the great Difficulties which in all Times have been 
raiſed on the Origine of Evil: Notwithſtanding all 


this. if it be allowable to argue after the Manner - 


you do, againſt thoſe who do not eſteem the Fa- 
thers. enough for you, one would be ready to in- 
fer, even from your own Reaſoning, ſome ill 
Deſign you have againſt the Religion, which 
you ſeem to engage for in this Diſpute. . 


Heic alzquis latet error: Equo ne credite Teucri. 


I leave it to judicious and diſintereſted Perſons to 
judge, whether the Conſequence be not at leaſt as 
well drawn on this Side, as on the other. 
However, we fhall forbear uſing ſuch Weapons: 
We freely leave them to ſuch as have no better, 
and we have Charity enough to believe that this 
Action of theirs is no. more than Imprudence, 
Blinded by Prepoſſeſſion and Paſſion, doubtleſs 
they did not perceive the Advantage they gave 
both againſt themſelves and the Chriſtian Reli- 
Don. an Argument that appeared to them 
ble, deeiſive, and proper to ſave the Trouble 
oh examining Things to the Bottom, and to throw 
Duſt in Peoples Eyes. But to undeceive them, if 
it: be poſſible, aud to hinder, at leaſt, the Simple, 
or ſuch as won't give themſelves the Trouble to 
learn to diſtinguiſh good Reaſonings from ſorry 


ones, from being dazzled with this, let us ſhew a 


Ettle the Weakneſs of it. 

I obſerve, in the firſt Place, that thoſe that can 
be properly called the Propagators of the Chriſtian 
Religion, are the Apoſtles, on whom the Holy 
Ghoſt had conferred the Gift of Miracles, 
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and i pnided into all Trath, concerning Feſus Chti/t 
and his Doctrine. Theſe Holy Men * gained Diſ- 
ciples among all Nations, according to the command 
they had received from their Maſter. St. Pail, 
who valued himſelf upon preaching the Goſpel in 
thoſe Places only where Feſus Ori was not named, 
1 leaft be ſhonld build upon another Mans Foundation, 
declares expreſly, that from Jeniſalem, and round 
about unto IIlyricum, be had fully preached the Goſpel 
of Chriſt, that is to ſay, through a great Part of 
the Roman Empire. Tradition has preſerv'd in the 
Indies, ® and among other barbarous People, the 
Memory of the Travels and Miracles of St. Thomas, 
St. Andrew, and other Apoſties. Thus the imme- 
diate Diſciples of our Lord, filled with his Spirit 
and armed with his Power, planted the Chtiſti 
Faith in almoft all the World ; they laid the im- 
egnable Foundation of this great Work, either 
by themſelves, or by Means of ſome Apoſtolick 
Men, to whom they communicated the Gift of 
Miracles: And the ordinary Miniſters of the 
Goſpel, who ſucceeded them, but without any ex- 
traordinary Power, and with an inſinitely leſs Authori 
had nothing to do but to cultivate the _ 
which the Apoſtles had ſpread Abroad in all Parts, 
for the Propagation of Chriſtianity, and which, 
by their own Virtue, aided by the Care of Provi- 
dence, will always produce Fruit to the End of 
Time, whatever may be 1 Negligence or Malice 
2 


of Men. From 
i John 16. 13. 
k Matth. 28, 19, 


I Rom. 15. 20. 

m Th, ver. 12. 

See Cellarius : Diſſert, entitled Itinerarium Apoſt, &. 
Ital. 1900. Edit. 3. # 

See Grot. de Verit. Relig. Chrift, J. 2. Par. 18. 
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From hence it appears already, that even ſup- 
ſing that the Argument, we are ſpeaking of, 
ad any Force, it would prove nothing in Favour 
of the Fathers, ſince they are not properly the 
Propagators of the Chriſtian Religion. Eut let 
us grant, ſince they will have it ſo, this glorious 
Title to the Fathers ot the Church, as what may 
agree with them, in a certain Senſe, and to a 
certain Degree: It will be very Eaſy at one 
Stroke; to deſtroy the Conſequence: that is drawn 
to ſhew what they ought to be, without examin- 
ing what they really were. We need: only con- 
ſider one indiſputable Thing, that is, that the 
Apoſtles themſulves were for a conſiderable Time, 
tilld with carnal Prejudices, and that they like- 
wiſe had their weak Side: They do not diſguiſe 
them, and the ingenious Confeſſion they make, 
ſerves to conſirm the Truth of their Teſtimony, 
and the Sincerity of their Intentions. Is there 
any Ground then for Aſtoniſhment, that the or- 
dinary Miniſters who. ſucceeded 'them,: and who 
were not favour'd with any extraordinary Aſſi- 
ſtances of Heaven; had not all that Juſtnefs of 
thinking, all the Lights, all that Integrity and 
31 of Heart, which we could wiſh to find in 
Ife Propagators of the Chriſtian Religion, muſt 
yecefſarily (it is faid) haue been Men' truly pious and 
 kyowing.' But all ſuch as have contributed any 
Thing, to the Propapation of Chriſtianity, after 
the. Apoſtles, muſt they necds have been ſuch 
or only ſome of them? No one will offer to ſay 
the firſt: And if we leave only the laſt Part of 
the Queſtion, I will aſk, by what could we know, 
that this Privilege was reſerv'd to ſuch or ſuch, 
rather than tò others? Shall this be at the Time, 
in which they liv? But why moſt the Fathers 
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of the three or ſix firſt Centuries, have needs been 
truly pious and knowing, rather than thoſe of the 
tenth or eleventh? It ſeems, on the contrary, 
that to reaſon on the Principle of this Queſtion, 
in Proportion as we were farther Diſtant from 
the Beginning of the Eſtabliſhment of Chriſtiani- 
ty, its Propagators ought to have had more conſpi- 
cuous Piety and Talents, to encreaſe more and 
more the Progreſs of this holy Religion, and to 
ſupply that which the Proofs of the Fact, which are 
the Foundation of its Truth, loſe of their Force, 
by the Diſtance of Time, in the Minds of Abun- 
dance of People, who are not capable of exami- 
ning them as they ought to be. Will any one 
ſay that theſe Propagators of the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion, who ought to have been truly pious and know- 
ing, are the Doctors whoſe Writings we have? 
But why theſe, rather than a great Number of 
others, who have wrote nothing, or whoſe Writ- 
ings are not come to our Hands? Beſides, What is 
meant here by being truly pious and knowing ? Would 
they ſay that all the Propagators of the Chriſtian 
Religion, from the Time of the Apoſtles, muſt 


of Necetlity have had a Piety and Knowledge, 


in Matters of Religion and Morality, as great 


and as exact as poſſible? Were not the Fathers 
ſuſceptible of ſome Weakneſſes, ſome Paſſions, ſome 


Errors, ſome Portion of Ignorance ? Muſt God 
have interpos d in a miraculous Manner, to hinder 


them from being Men like others, and ſubject 


to the Failings of their Times, as well as to the 


Temptations of Circumſtances they were in? 


Not to have ſo high an Opinion of them, as 


their bigotted Admirers, do we pretend that they 


were all Raſcals, or that-ſome among them were 


Not truly pious, and knowing to a certain Point ? 
If we maintain that they had not a juſt Turn 


of 


„ 


of thinking, that they have frequently us d falſe 


Arguments, that they were utterly unacquainted 
with the Art of interpreting the Holy Scripture, 
and unfolding the Principles of Morality it con- 
tains; do we for all this deny, that they have 


retaind the Foundations of Religion and Morali- 


ty? If we ſay, that by an Effect of human Frail- 
ty, they indulgd themſelves, ſome more, ſome 
leſs in Paſſions, and Actions, contrary to the Rules 
of the Goſpel; do we in this pretend to pene- 
trate into the Heart, or the Councils of God ? 
Do we deny that divers of them might not, with 
all this, be truly pious and good Men, and that 
the divine Mercy may not have Regard to their 
ood Intention, and the Sincerity of a general 
epentance? Certainly we leave to God the Judg- 
ment of that which we cannot, nor ought not to 
decide : We _ reſerve to ourſelves, the Right 
of charitable Judgments, for which we ſhall al- 
ways have more Inclination, than for raſh Con- 
demnations. But we are not for this, oblig'd to 
call Evil Good : We ſhall always boldly blame 


that which is blameable, without reſpecting a 
Fault in Favour of the Perſon : And as we Praiſe, 


and propoſe heartily to the Imitation of every 


one, the good Actions and Vertues, which appear 
in the Life of any Father of the Church, ſo we 


ſhall not diſguife the bad Actions and Vices, 


which we can't help ſeeing, if we examine them, 
without Prepoſſeſſion. | 


But to come to the very Bottom of the Argu- 


ment, which I am examining, beſides that, as I 
have already hinted, and ſhall fay more of here- 
after, the Fathers were neither the only, nor 
the principal Prepagators of the Chriſtian Religion 
after the Apoſtles ; this Argument carries in it 
at moſt but a plauſible Reafon. But probable 


Reaſons, 
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Reaſons, ordinarily not very ſolid, and that never 
go beyond a ſlight Probability, are perfectly ridicu- 
lous in an Affair like this. The Fathers, do they 
reaſon well or ill? Are they fallen in great Er- 
rors? Have they ſuffer d themſelves to be led to 
vicious Actions and Paſſions? Have they handled 
Morality exactly and fully? It is a Fact, we need 
only ſee whether it be true or falſe. We have 
the Pieces, the Books of the Fathers, and 
the Hiſtory of their Lives: Let us read, ex- 
amine, and then judge. The Queftion is not, af- 
ter what Manner we conceive Things ought to 
have been: The Matter in Hand is, after what 
Manner they have actually been. For, if the 
Fact be true, inſtead of concluding, as they would 
have us, that the Fathers muſt needs have been 
ſuch as they repreſent em to us, for the Intereſt 
of the Chriſtian Religion; I will infer on the 


contrary, that this was in no wile neceſſary, To 


reaſon otherwiſe, is to imitate thoſe of the Ro- 
man Communion, who, to prove that Tranſubſtan- 
tiation is not a new Opinion and unknown to the 
firſt Ages, tell us gravely that it was not poſſible 
that this Opinion, ſhould introduce itſelf into 
the Church, ſuppoſing it not to have been receiv'd 
from the Beginning. If with a profound Study 
of all the Subtilties of the Mathematicks, and 
an Affectation of being able to talk on all Sorts 
of Subjects, a Man ſhould have his Mind no bet- 
ter turn'd, I am very much afraid, he would make 
the World take up a very bad Opinion of Algebra, 
and that vaſt Circle of Science, which he ſo 

much values himfelf upon. | 
Is it not true, for Example, that from the ſe- 
cond Century, Victor v Biſhop of Rome, caus'd much 
| oy Diſturbance, 
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Diſturbance, to maintain his Opinion upon this 
important Queſjzon, V bat Day ought to be celebra- 
ted for Eaſter? And that he excommunicated the 
Churches of Aſia, becauſe they celebrated that 
Feaſt the 14th Day of the Moon of March, and 
not the Sunday after, as he would have it? The 
unſhaken Fidelity, with which he ſtood by the 
Chriſtian Religion, for which he even ſutter'd Mar- 
tyrdom, had not made him incapable of being 
warm about Trifles, and offending againſt the 
Spirit of Peace and Charity, which the Goſpel 
ſo forcibly recommends. St. Irenens wrote to 
him upon that Head, and very livelily cenſur d 
his Proceeding. Will you have another Example 
of a Father of the Church, a Martyr likewiſe? 
See, in the 3d Century, the ſcandalous Broils, 
there were between St. Cyprian, Biſhop of Cai thage 
and Stephen, Biſhop of Rome. The firſt had got it, 
to be Gecided in a Council, that ſuch as had been 
baptiz d by Hereticks ſhould be rebaptiz d. Ste- 
* phen, 4 irritated, perhaps, that they had come to 
* a Deciſion without firſt conſulting him, was, on 
* the contrary, of a very different Opinion. He 
* wrote St. Cyprian a Letter, which 1s loſt, where 
* he rejected and condemn'd the Deciſions of the 
* .Counci! of Carthage; excommunicated all thoſe 
* that had been preſent at it; and declard that 
* they ought to receive, without rebaptizing them, 
* all ſuch as-would join themſelves to the Church, 
from whatſoever Hereſy they came: Which 
* gave Birth to a troubleſome Schiſm between 
* the Churches of Africa, and that of Rome, 
« At that Time, Pompey, Biſhop of Sabrata, a City 
*-of Africa, entreated the Biſhop of Carthage to 
n 4 $4 VF, com- 
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communicate to him the Opinion of Stephen; 


* whereupon St, Cyprian ſent him his Letter with 
* a Confutation of it, where he is very far from 
* obſerving the Rules of Patience which he lays 
* down in the Book, where he treats of that Vir- 
tue : As Stephen, on his Part, had violated them 
after a moſt ſnameful Manner. We may ſee 
* from thence, that the Praiſes which our Martyr 
gives the Chriſtians on that Head, at the Be- 
* ginning of the ſame Book, where he ſays, that 
* they do not boaſt at all of their Virtues, at the 
«© ſame Time that he boaſts extreamly of them, 
** were of thoſe Sorts of Praiſes which teach us ra- 
* ther what thoſe ought to have been to whom 
they are given, than what they really were. 
He charges Stephen with having wrote with Ar- 
rogance, and divers other Things that made 
nothing to the Subject; of having contradicted 
** himſelf, and talk'd like an ignorant and filly 
* fellow. Of taking the Part of Hereticks, 
* a2ainſt the Church, and betraying it: All this 
with extraordinary Warmth. It is true, he acts 
* alike in all his Diſputes, where he ſpeaks only 
of Epiſcopal Diſcipline and Authority, without 
* ſhewing much Good-Nature. And indeed it was 
* no more the Cuſtom, in thoſe Days, to diſpute 
% with Moderation than it is at preſent. | 
In the Beginning of the Fourth Century, 
e Eleven or Twelve Biſhops met together at Cirtha 
jn the Year 305, where they reproached one the 
* other with enormous Crimes. The greateſt 
* Part of them had given up the Scriptures to the 
** Pagans, to avoid Perſecution, when a great 
e —— | Num- 
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* Number of Lay Chriſtians had ſuffered it with 
* Conſtancy : Others of them had themſelves 
* thrown them into the Fire. One Purpurius of 
* Limata, was accuſed of having put to Death 
& Two of his Siſter's Children. Inſtead of excu- 
*- fing himſelf, he anſwered boldly: As for me, 
* have killed, and I do kill thoſe that are againſt ne: 
* Don't oblige me to ſay any Thing further Te know 
very well, that I care for no Man breathing. From 
the * Time that the Emperors began to be 
Chriſtians, Pleaſures and baſtimes were intro- 
* duced into the Church, and nothing was to be 
+ ſeen among the Eccleſiaſticks, but Enmities 
* and Diviſions. And becauſe that the Biſhops 
were rich, and well look d upon, all f manner 
* of Means were uſed to arrive at the Epiſcopacy; 
and when it was obtained, the Biſhop exerciſed 
* a tyrannical Authority. Theſe Bede en- 
* creaſed every Day, till they came to the 
Height at which we have ſeen them, as the 
Learned 1:7 Archbiſhop Uſher ſhews, in a 
© Treatiſe of his, cited in, the Margin, by a great 
Number of Paſſages of celebrated Authors, who 
4 have left us frightful Pictures of the Corruption 
© of their Times, I have already cited Gregory 
of Naziamzum upon this Head, let us add here 
t Sulpitius Severus, who lived in the ſame Century. 
When he's ſpeaking of the Manners of the 
© Eccleſiafticks in his Time, as in Book the Firſt, 
* where, after having obſerved, that the * 
cc 0 
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* of Levi had no Lot in the Diviſion of Canaan, 
** as the others had, he ſays, That be will not paſs 
over this Example in Silence, but that he freely gives 
it to be read by the Miniſters of Churches. For it 


— 


ſeems to me, adds he, that they have not only forgot 
* that Precept, but that they even never knew it; fo 
** great a Fondneſs have they in theſe Times for Riches, 
** a Diſtemper which has got the Maſtery of their Minds, 
* like a Plague ! They * purſue with Eagerneſs after Po 
ſeſſons, they beautify their Farms, they lie upon 
* Gold, they ſell, they buy, in all Things they ſearch 
after Gain. If there are any among them that ſeem 
** to have better Maxims, ſo that they neither poſſeſs 
any Thing, nor Traffck , they do that which is much 
* more ſhameful, they expect Preſents without doing any 
** Thing, and they diſgrace themſelves by taking Re- 
* wards, their Holineſs being, as it were, ſet to ſale. 
* We may likewiſe ſee the impartial Manner in 
** which Sulpitius Severus relates the * Perſecution 
* that was carried on againſt the Priſcillianifts, 
* towards the End of the Second Book of his Sa- 
* cred Hiſtory ; where he openly blames the Pride 
* and Cruelty of certain Spaniſh Biſhops, who be- 
gun to call upon the Secular Arm againſt thoſe 
People, and ſo managed Matters that ſome of 
them were put to Death. In his firſt Dialogue 
* he likewiſe deſcribes very clearly, the cruel 
* Treatment which Theophilus, Biſhop of Alex- 
* andria, exerciſed againſt the Hereticks, and the 
* Haughtineſs of the Eccleſiaſticks of France.” 
H 2 One 
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One of the moſt famous Doctors of this Age, is 
St. Jerom, a Cholerick Man, if ever there was one, 
He had always extolled Origen, without ſaying 
any thing of his Errors; whether it was that he 
did not think em very important, or becauſe he 
thought they ought: to be pardoned in him, on 
the Account of what Wes to be lou id good and 
uleful in his Writings. But when the A ian be- 
gan to make ule of the Authority ot O igen, and 
eſpecially when John Biſhop ot Jeruſalem who 
favoured the Opinions of the Catechiit of Alex: 
andi ia, had drawn. upon himlelt the Hatred of 
St. Ferom; he 1nveighed, without Mercy, againit 
Origen, whom before he had extolled to the Skies, 
and raiſed à violent b Perſecution againſt the 
Origemſts. Rufinus, who had been a very particular 
Friend of St.:Ferom's, having declared for Origen, 
and having alledged, in his Defence, the Praiſes 
which St. Ferom had given him; our humble pa- 
cific Prieſt wrote againſt Ruſnus, a. Book full of 
Rage and Bitterneſs, The ſame Spirit reigns in 
his: other Works, where he had to do with People 
whom he hated. St: Cyril, Patriarch of Alexan- 


dria, was, in the. Opinion of the Abbot © du Pin, 


an ambitious violent Man, who only ſeeking to 
<*-inlarge his Authority, was no ſooner raiſed to 
the Epiſcopal Dignity than by his own Autho- 
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* rity he drove out the Novatrans, and deſpoiled 
* their Biſhop of the Goods he enjoyed. He at- 
„ tack d the Fews in their Synagogues, at the 
Head ot h's Flock, took them away from them, 
drove em out of Alexandria, and allowed the 
„ Chriſtians to plunder their Goods; founding 
*© this Action, without doubt, on the holy Maxim 
* of the Biſhop of Hippo, That every Thing belongs 
** to the Faithful, and that the wicked have no Right 
* to what they poſſeſs. St. Cyril had likewiſe a 
* Quarrel with Oreſes, Governour of Alexandria, 
upon whoſe Authority he was continually en- 
croaching. Five Hundred Monks, ſupportmg 
their Biſhop, one Day ſurrounded the Governour, 
* wounded him with a Stone, and had killed him, 
* had not his Guards and the People ſtopped their 
Fury. This Action coſt one of the Monks his 
* Life, who was taken and died upon the Rack. 
* St. Cyril cauſed him to be regarded as a Saint. 
A celebrated Pagan Philoſopheſs, named Hypatia, 
* was the Victim which the Partiſans of the Bi- 
* ſhop ſacrificed to the Manes of their Martyr. 
* She was cruelly torn in pieces, becauſe ſhe was 
* accuſed of having incenſed the Governour againſt 
the Prelate. 

Would any one know what Sort of People the 
Eccleſiaſticks were in the Fifth and following Cen- 
turies An 4 Author,who cannot with any Juſtice 
be ſuſpected of meaning any ill to the Fathers, 
will inform us. The Sects, ſays be, (of the 
* Neftorians and Eutychians) ſprung partly from 
* Lazineſs and Superſtition, partly from private 
* Reſentments, and from the Envy and * 
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* of the Fecleſiaſticks, gave the finiſhing Stroke 
* to Perſecution in Matters of Religion. It is 
* true, that this © perſecuting Spirit was al. 
ready ſprung up: But it had not as yet 
. © exerciſed its Tyranny, with all the Cruelties 
* with which it was accompanied ſince that un- 
* fortunate Age, when Men divided themſelves 
about Opinions, in which there might be ſome- 
* thing real, but concerning which it would have beey 
© very eaſy to have agreed, if the Spirit of Chriſti. 
* anity had preſided in Eccleſiaſtical Aſſemblies. From 
that Time, nothing was to be ſeen in the Eaf 
* but Proſcriptions, Maſſacres, and Outrages. See 
how a Biſhop, of the Fifth Century, who was 
« perſecuted for Neftorianiſm, ſpeaks of it: I paſs 
* t over in Silence, ſays he, the Chains, Dungeons, 
* Confiſcations, Marks of Infamy, Maſſacres deſerv- 
* ing the bigheſt Compaſſion, the Enormity of which is 
* ſo great, that even ſuch as have had the Misfortunes 
* to be.Witneſſes of them, can ſcarce believe them 
* credible, All theſe Tragedies were played by the Bi- 
* ſhops.— Among them audaciouſneſs paſſes for a 
«* Mark of Conrage ; they call their Cruelty Zeal, and 
their Knavery is honoured with the Name of Wiſdom. 
This continually encreaſed from that Time. 
* The Emperor Juſtinian would not be behind 
© hand in Zeal with the Prelates of the Fifth 
* and Sixth Centuries. He did not think bimſelf, 
« ſays Procopitts, s gitilty of Murder, when thoſe be 
© condemned to die, made Profeſſou of another Reli. 
gion thin his. The World. in theſe Unfortunate 
* Apes, ſaw the moſt frightful Cruelties practiſed. 
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„ Sieges were held cut in Monaſteries; Battles 
* fought in Councils; Men entered with armed 
« Force into Churches; all thoſe were treated Þ 
„ with the utmoſt Cruelty, who were ſuſpected 
* of favouring Opinions, which often were under- 
* flood by none, not even by thoſe who defended them 
« with the greateſt Stiffneſs and Obſtmacy.” See here 
„ theſe great Lights of the Church, theſe holy 
„Fathers, that are put upon us as Men truly 
„ pious and knowing.” 

But the principal Queſtion here is of the right 
Turn of Mind, »Solidity of Thought, and Extent 
of Knowledge of theſe Fathers. Allow me to 
apply to the Fathers, the following Verſes of a 
modem French Satyriſt, who has been dead ſome 
time, 


u on vante en eux U honneur, la foi, la probite, 
J ah priſe leur candeur et leur ſmcerite, 
Qu ils atent eu quelquefois une humeur debonnaire, 
On le vent, jj ſonſcris, et ſuis pret de me taire ; 
Mais que comme un modele on vante leurs Ecrits, 
Qu on le faſſe paſſer pour de fort boys Eſprits, 
Comme aux Rois des Auteurs, qu on leur donne I Empire, 


Ma bile alors $echauffe, & je brule d ecrire, &c. 


The Inſtances I have cited above, of the groſs 
Miſtakes, and falſe, Thoughts of the Fathers; that 
which I have ſaid of their Works, where one finds 
an infinite Number of Lownefles, cited with 
great Elogiums by the bigotted Admirers of theſe 
ancient Doctors of the Church; the great Number 
of like Paſſages, which divers Authors have re- 
mark d and cenſured as Occaſion i offered: All r. 

2 8 
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b Eutycbii Annales, p. 155. 
i See the Reflectiont of Phereponus (Mr, le Clerc) en St. Au- 
uſtin in the Appendix Auguſtin, 
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would diſpenſe with me from alledging any 
However, I ſhall here give a ſmall Specimen, by 
which one may judge, at firſt Sight, what was 
the Turn of Thinking that prevailed in thoſe 
Times. | 

Jusrix Martyr, in the 5th * Chapter of his 
Firſt Apology, ſays, that the bad Demons formerly ap- 

ared, that they committed Adultery with Women, 
defiled Boys, &c. All this founded only on Geneſ. 
6. 4. miſinterpreted. The moſt ancient Fathers 
likewiſe vented this Opinion, as certain, one after 
the other, as a learned Editor of this Father has 
obſerved. Fuſtin finds the Croſs ® 1n the Sails and 
Maſts of Ships, in Ploughs, Mattocks, Cc. 

St. Ireneus, in the Opinion of Photius, n bas cor- 
rupted, by ſtrange trifling Reafonings, the Simplicity 
and ftri# Truth of the Opinions of the Church. 
* What is there © more poor, for Example, than 
* the Reaſons he uſes to prove that there are 
* four Goſpels, becauſe there are four principal 
Regions of the World, the Eaſt, the Weſt, the 
„ South, and the North; or becauſe that the 
* Building of the Church is founded on the Goſpel, 
* and that there muſt be four Pillars to ſupport 
* a Building. Theophyla has not ſucceeded better, 
*. when he ſays, that it is becauſe the Goſpel 
* teaches us the four Cardinal Virtues; or becauſe 
* that the Goſpel contains. Doctrines, Precepts, 
* Promiſes, and Threatnings. Don't the five 
| ** Books 
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* Fee le Clerc. Bibl. Chois. T. 2. p 335, 336. 
1 Grabe Spicileg. patr. c. See alſo Petavii Dogm. Theol: 
Tom. 3. Tract. de Angelis 1. 3. c. 2. | 

m x Apol. I. 92. Bibl. Chois. T. 3. Art. 8. & Bibl. Univ. 
T. 6. p. 22, &c. | 

n Cod. 120. Feen 
Bernard. Nouv. de la Rep. des Lettr. Decemb. 1703. p.635 
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Books of Maſes contain the ſame Things? St. 

Maximus and Theophanes ſeem to have ſucceeded 

ſtill worſe, when they advance that there were 

but four Goſpels, becauſe there were but four 

Elements. Mr. Fabricius has Reaſon to ſay, that 

if the.e were five, three, or a hundred Goſpels, 

there woul1 not have been -wanting as good 

Reaſons why there were no more, or no leſs. 

Such Lowneſles as theſe, reflect Diſgrace on Hu- 

mane Reaſon. They might perhaps paſs in 

Converſation, where one does not always ma- 

turely conſider what one ſays; but when one 

meets with them written ſeriouſly, in Works 
compoled for the Public, and to be handed 
down to Poſterity, the leaſt one can do, in my 
Opinion, to revenge ones ſelf on the Authors 
who have obliged us to read ſuch Things, is to 
take the Liberty to diſapprove of them. 

* St. Cyprian, d when he treats of Eccleſiaſtical 
Diſcipline, is continually citing the Paſſages of 
the Old Teſtament. as well as of the New, where 
one meets with the Latin Word Diſciplina, with- 
out having any Regard to Circumſtances. See 
here the Reaſoning he ules againſt Lucian, (a 
Prieſt and Martyr of Carthage, who was for re- 
ceiving into the Communion of the Church ſuch 
as had ſunk under Perſecution, without 
obliging them to paſs through all the Degrees 
of Penitence: The Lord having commanded to 
baptize the Nations in the Name oof the Father, 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, and declared, 


&* that their paſt Sins are pardoned in Baptiſm, this 
«© Man knowing neither the Commandments, nor the 
“ Laws, commands us to give Peace, and pardon Sin 


: I ” 


$ . 


— 
1525 


— 


— — 


P Epiſt, 27. Bibl. Univ, T. 12. p. 254. 
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in the Name of Paul. It is eaſy to ſee, that 
„ there is an infinite Difference between the 


Pardon which God grants to Sins committed 


* before Baptiſm received in his Name, and 
* remitting certain Eccleſiaſtical Penalties by the 
Authority of a Martyr, who commands it. In 
* his Treatiſe of the Unity of the * Church, he 
* maintains, that the Indiviſibility of the Church 
* was figured out by our Lord's Garment, without 
a Seam. He ſays, that Men ought to be 
* © liberal tothe Poor, becauſe that, as by Baptiſm 
we obtain the Pardon of all the Sins we have 
committed before our being baptized, by virtue 
* of the Blood of Feſus Chriit, fo by Alms we ex- 
* plate thuſe committed after Baptiſin.— When his 
* endeavouring to overthrow the falſe Excuſes, 
which are ſometimes made, to be exempted 
* from giving Alms, he relates that of thoſe who 


cc 


© fay, that the Multitude of their Children does 


not allow them to be ſo liberal as they could 
* wiſh to be. He anſwers to that, that the more 
* Children one has, the more one ought to give, 
*© becauſe that one ought to expiate the Sins, pu- 
© rify the Conſcience, and deliver the Souls of a 
greater Number of Perſons, 

St. Ferom, © © who recommends Celibacy as much 
* as he can, and who, after the Manner of Ora- 
tors, often makes Arrows of all Sorts of Wood, 
* uſes this fine Reaſon againſt Fovinian : Celibes, 
ſays he, quod cœlo digni ſunt, inditum nomen; This 
* Name was given them, becanſe they are worthy of 
Heaven. If you would ſee a Heap of W 

an 
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7 Ibid. p. 283. 

" Ibid. p. 338, 339. out of the Book de Opere & Eleemoſynis, 
p. 197, 205. 

" Rep. des Lettr. May 1702. p. 502. 
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and falſe Reaſonings, that prove nothing, or that 
prove that Marriage is in itſelf Criminal, you 
need only read the reſt of this Book againſt Jovi- 
nian, and that which he wrote againſt Helvidius ; 
in which he attacks ſecond Marriages. He boaſts 
himſelf, in the laſt Work, of acting the Rhetori- 
cian and the Declaimer : Rhetoricati ſumus, & in 
morem Declamatorum paululum luſimus. In another 
Place he brags of Writing with great Precipita- 
tion, and without giving himſelf the Trouble to 
think much upon his Commentaries. - According- 
ly he often contradicts himſelf. He dares own, 
without Diſguiſe, that in his » polemical Works, 
he only aimed at anſwering his Adverſaries, and 
puzzling them, without troubling himſelf whe- 
ther what he ſaid were true or not. He juſtifies 
this Conduct of his by the Example of Origen, 
Methodius, Euſebius, Apollinar ius, and other Apolo- 
giſts of the Chriſtian Religion, who, according to 
him, did the ſame againſt the Pagans; making uſe of 
very doubtful and"problematical Arguments, and main- 
taining not what they thought, but what the Intereſt of 
the Diſpute required. Further, he pretends that be 
only imitates Feſus Chriſt, and St. Paul, who main-, 
tained, as he pretends, both Sides of the Queſtion, 
according as it was convenient for them, 

The great St. Auguſtin alone, is able to furniſh 
out Matter ſufficient to compoſe a large Volume of 
Lowneſſes: I ſhall content my ſelf with ſetting 
down two Examples. Explaining that Paſlage of 
Geneſis 3. 14. where the Latin Verſion, which he 

I 2 followed, 
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t Le Clerc. Quæſt. Hieronym. 8. 

Comm. in Abdiam, at the End, and Præfat. 1. 2. in Epiſt. 
ad Epheſ. ; 

* This Paſſage is cited at large in Sentim, de quelque, Theolog. 
d'Hollande, p. 368, 369. 
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followed, had it, as the Septuagint, Thon ſhalt go 
upon thy Breaſt, and upon thy Belly, all the Days of 
thy Life: By the Breaft, ſays he, is to be under- 
ſtood Hide; by the Belly, the Deſires of the Fleſh ; 
and by that which is added, Thou ſhalt eat the Duſt, 
is meant Cuzoſity, which enters only into Things 
temporal and earthly. By Curofity, he under- 
ſtands Avarice: And thus it is that he draws 
Moral Reflections from the Scripture. His Re- 
mark upon the Title cf the Pſalms is very 
pleaſant. * The » Copiers did not uſe to put 
before the firſt Eſalm, Pſalmus primns, as is done 
* now, probably becauſe they thought it un- 
* neceſſary, ſince one could not miſtake, ſeeing 
* it at the Beginning of the Bock, and followed 
* by the fecond Pſalm. St. Auguſtine finds out a 
„much more myſterious Reaſon.” As this Pſalm, 
ſays he, introduces God himſelf ſpeaking, for that 
Reaſon it bas uo Title, 2 fear any Thing ſhould be 
preferred to the Word of God, or that be ſhould be 
called Firft, who has not been called Fir, but One : 
And thus it could not, and ought not to habe any 
Title, for fear, if it bad the Title of Firſt, it 
might be thought the best, only from the Order of 
Number, and wet from its own Anthorrty. Or, adds 
he, as we hve already ſaid, leaf it ſhould be thought 
that the Pſalmiſt preferr d any Thing to the Word 
of God, if be bad pnt a Title before this Plalm 

or if it bad been called the firt, it might have been 
underſtood, preferably to others. Thus it is the only 
one, concludes he, that bas no Title, that ſo it 
may manifeſtly appear, hom much it is diſtinguiſhed a- 
bove otþers. ** Pray try if you can make the Con- 
* cluſion agree with the Premiſes. I 


_ 


* L. 2. de Geneſi, contra Manich. C. 17. See Obſervat. 
Hall. T. 4. O. 5. 
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I am weary of tranſcribing ſo many Things, 
as tedious, as they are injudicicus. There is 
enough, already to paint to the Life, the Character 
of the Authors we are treating of, and to let us 
know ex ungue Leonem. I have deſignedly choſen 
Examples, that have been already produc'd, and 
which are to be met with 1n Books, that are very 
common. We ſhall fee from thence, that it does not 
very well become our zealous Defenders of the 
Fathers, to inſiſt upon our taking it on their 
Words, that they were Men truly pious and know- 
ing, againſt ſo many Proots, known by all Man- 
kind, which make 1t as clear as the Sun at Noon 
Day, that their Vertues in general were very 
middling, and mix'd with great Failings, thoſe of 
divers of them even very ſuſpe&ed of Hypccriſy , 
and as to what regards the Qualities of their Un- 
derſtanding, that it was often falſe and diſorder- 
ly; that they had much more Imagination than 
good Senſe ; that they were (deſtitute of a great 
many neceſſary Aſſiſtances to encreaſe and per- 
fect their Knowledge, and that they : neglected 
thoſe they had in their Power, or might procure 
themſelves ; that thus b their Knowledge could 
be but very bounded; in a Word, that the moſt 
ingenious of them, are in nothing comparable 
to the Authors of our Age, neither for their So- 
lidity, Stile, Order, or Method. Can one con- 
ſiſtently with Candour and Sincerity, regard the 
Fathers as Men very judicious and very know- 


ing, after all we have cited from their Works? 
The 
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* See les Lettr. Crit. & Eccleſ, de M. le Clerc. Ep. 4 
p. 107. Cc. and the Bibl. Choi ſ. Tom. 11. p. 102. Cc. 

> The very learning of thoſe that paſs for the moſt learn'd, was 
very common, and coſt them very little, as has been very juſtly 
obſery'd by M. Bernard, Rep. des Lettr. March 1699. p. 269, 
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The moſt exact and moſt Underſtanding Genius 
may. be deceivd, I own, and give into ſome 
falſe e But it will have at leaſt ſome 
Plauſibleneſs, and not happen often; and 1 
maintain that a Man of moderate good Senſe, 
will never fall into the Exceſſes, into which al. 
moſt all the Fathers have gone. None but ſuch 
as are capable of the like Lowneſles, or ſtrange- 
ly blinded by a Spirit of Party, can ſo highly ex- 
tol thoſe that have utter'd them. Unfortunately 
for. them, we don't live in an Age, in which one 
may a& thus with Impunity. The public is no 
longer the Dupe of theſe Sorts of grave Affirma. 
tions, deſtitute of Proofs, and on the contrary 
bely'd by an infinite Number of deciſive Reaſons, 
preſented to the View of the World. It is ban- 
tering and flattering ones ſelf in a very groſs Man- 
ner, to imagine, that without ſo much as having 
attempted to diſprove Facts ſo certain as thoſe 
which we have advanc'd, one can ward off the 
Charge by ſuch a pitiful Argument as this: 
If the Chriſtian Religion had not for its Propagators, 
Men truly pious and knowing, what Opinion ought one 
to have of it? 

We are not oblig'd to give the Reaſons of God's 
Conduct, of what he does, or what he does not; 
of what he permits, or what he conducts by the 
hidden Ways of his Providence. Inſtead of ſay- 
ing : Such or ſuch a Thing, is contrary to the De- 
figns of God, or to bis Vertues; therefore God could 
not do or ſuffer it; we believe, and have good 
Ground for it. that we ſhould reaſon thus: God 
bas done or ſuffer d ſuch or ſuch a Thing, thereſors 
there is nothing in it, contrary to bis Deſigns, or to 
bis Vertues, although our weak and bounded Un- 
derſtanding, does not always ſee clearly how to 


make this agree with the Views and infinite 
Perfections 
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Perfections of this ſovereign Being: Neverthe- 
leſs, as we are not forbid to look into, and 
modeſtly propoſe the Reaſons he might have 
had, not to interpoſe in an extraordinary Man- 
ner, to prevent certain Things; if we will a 
little give the Reins to our Thought in a Mat- 
ter of Fact of which we're diſputing, we ſhall 
caſily diſcover ſufficient to ſatisfy ourſelves, and 
at the ſame Time, wherewithal to ſtop the Months 
of thoſe, who would have it that God acts ac- 
cording to their Fancy. If, © on this Side the 
* Apoitles, we find nothing but what 1s very 
* indifferent, and very confus d, in this firſt 
* Origine of Chriſtianity, it 1s in all Probability, 
* as Mr. le Clerc © has very well obſerv'd, that 
* none might be able to ſay in the Ages to come, 
that there were at that Time, Genius's capa- 
ble of forming ſuch a Religion as is the Chri- 
ſtian, and to counterfeit Books to its firſt Au- 
thors ; ſince we ſee nothing, after them, that 
comes near their Writings. Not only the Heads 
of other Sects, that ſprung up in thoſe Times, 
* but likewiſe. thoſe that proleſs'd to follow the 
* Apoſtles only, don't come near the Manner of 
* Writing of thoſe holy Men. Nevertheleſs in 
this Manner of Writing, there is ſo much Sim- 
plicity and Nature, if we may ſo ſpeak, that 
one ſees clearly from thence, that they are 
* not themſelves the Inventors of that which 
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* all that they knew, to Feſus Chrift, and to the 
Spirit which they had receiv d. Certainly, 
if we conſider the Books of the New Teſtament, 
on the Side of the Manner of reaſoning, no _ 
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of the Fathers of the Church, made as they were, 
could ever have compos d Works, in which good 
Senſe reigns throughout, as we ſee it in the Goſ- 

Is, and the Epiſtles of the Apoſtles. We may 
by. too, that God, by permitting the Fathers 
of the Church to be ſo incorrect in their Writ- 
ings, and often ſo very irregular in their Conduct, 
deſign'd to ſhew that the Chriſtian Religion, 
which was to continue to the End of the World, 
ſupports itſelf by itſelf, notwithſtanding the ſmall 
Underſtanding and Sanctity of thoſe who ought 
to have been the great Supports of it. If there 
was any Thing in it, contrary to the Wiſdom of 
God, or which was capable of doing Hurt to the 
Chriſtian Religion ; it might be prov'd, from 
the ſame Principle, that there could not be under 
Chriſtianity, Apes of a general Ignorance and 
Corruption, eſpecially among the Clergy, as thoſe 
that preceded the Reformation; and thus our 
zealous Defenders of the Fathers, would have as 
good a Foundation to maintain againſt the Faith 
of Hiſtory, that thoſe Ages, were not ſuch as 


they are generally believ'd to have been. 


But utterly to confound thoſe that are not 
aſham'd to uſe a miſerable Argument, in which is 
not to be found the leaſt Shadow of Reaſon, on 
whatſoever Side you examine it; let us add in a 
few Words three or four Reflections. The firſt is, 
that neither Feſus Chriſt, nor his Apoſtles, have 
either ſaid, or any where given us to underſtand, 
that ſuch as were to be look'd upon after them, 
as Propagators of the Chriſtian Religion, muſt needs 
be Men truly pious and knowing. The Parable of 
the 4 Tares, ſown by the Enemy; and that of the 
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et, © that takes all Sorts of Fiſh; ſhew ſuffici- 
ently, that in the Chriſtian Church, the Wicked 
ſhould be mix'd with the Good, that fo theſe 
might not be uppermoſt, and appear with more 
Advantage than others. Our Lord foretold the 
Diviſions, Which would be produc'd by the Igno- 
rance, vain Subtilties, Raſhneſs, Preſumption, 
and the Paſſions of the Propagators* of his Reli- 
gion. And St. Paul aſſures * us, That there mn/? 
be Herelies, that they which are approv'd, may be made 
manifeſt ;, that is to ſay, that ſo a Mind tree from 
Prejudices, and which does not judge of Things 
by the Appearance, might diſcern thoſe that are 


Truly and Sincerely attach'd to Truth and Ver- 


tue. When the Apoſtles ſpeak to us, of that 


Which was to happen in the Church, they expreſs 
themſelves after ſuch as Manner, as to give us 


Ground to think, that the Eccleſiaſticks ſhould 
not be ordinarily the Men in the World, the moſt 
Pious and the moſt Knowing. Even in the 
Time of the Apoſtles, there were Firebrands and 
falſe Doctors, to whoſe Raſhneſs, and ſeduc- 
ing, thoſe holy Men were oblig d to oppoſe them- 
ſelves. In thoſe Days flouriſh'd one Diotrepbes, h 
a vain ambitious Man. who ſpoke ill of St. John, who 
would not receive thoſewhom that holy Apoſtle held 
Brethren, but caſt them out of the Church. 

The ſecond Remark I have to make is, that, 


in the firſt Ages, as well as in the following, 


thoſe that made the greateſt Noiſe in the Church, 
and who had the greateſt Reputation, were not 
always thoſe that had the moſt good Senſe, Know- 
ledge, and i Vertue. At that Time, as at preſent, 
it was not ordinanly Merit, that rais d to the 
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* See Luke 6. 5r. f x Cor. 11. 19. 8 See 2 Theſſ. 2» 
3. Cc. 1 Tim. 4, 1. c. 2 Peter 2, 3. Jude v. 13, h 2 Ep 
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higheſt Eccleſiaſtical Dignities. Thus, notwith- 
ſtanding the bad Taſtes and bad Manners, that 
reignd more or leſs in every Age, we cannot in 
the leaſt doubt, that there were both among the 
People, and among the Clergy, Men more judi- 
cCious, more knowing, more wiſe, more reaſona- 
ble, and more pious, than thoſe whoſe Names 
and Writings, are celebrated among us. I leave 
People to judge, to whom of the two, the Name 
of Propagator of the Chriſtian Religion is moſt juſt- 
ly due, whether to thoſe we know, or to thoſe 
we know nothing of, becauſe that the others, 
took care to hinder them from appearing in their 
Time, and that their Memory thould not pals 
to Poſterity with Advantage. Among the laſt, 
ſome through Timorouſneſs, others through Pru- 
dence, or the Impoſſibility they found of ſuc- 
ceeding, were Joth to engage with Men ſtronger 
than themſelves: And if any one dar'd to oppoſe 
the Doctors, that had g ind the Admiration of the 
Populace, they were ſoon made to repent t Heir Raſh- 
neſs: Witneſs the Affair of Vigilantius with St. Ferom. 

T obſerve in the third Place, that with Reſpect 
tothe Intereſts of the Chriſtian Religion, we ſtand 
in no need of the Works of Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity, 
but as ſo many Hiſtorical Pieces, which prove that 
which paſsd, and that which was believ'd in the 
Time of each Writer. An Author, * whom Jhave al- 
ready cited, acknowledges it expreſsly : When the Pro- 
teftants, ſays he, conſult the Fathers and the Councils, 
they uſe that Study only to learn the Hiſtory of Opinions, 
and to trace ont the Beginnings of Error, very far 
from looking there, for the Foundations of their Faith. 
So that it 1s ridiculous, to cry out after this, that 
all is loſt, if we have not a great Veneration 
for the Fathers, and if we ſpeak freely good or 
ill of them. The very Diviſions, which their 
Ignorance, their Paſhons, and their N 
have 


——— — - l | _ m—_ 
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have-produc'd in the Church, are of no ſmall Uſe .- 
to aſſure us, that no conſiderable Corruption is 


crept into the Holy Scripture, ſince that one Par- 
ty would not have fail'd to have reproach'd the 
other with it. | 

My forth and laſt Remark is, that notwith- 
ſtanding the little Exactneſs of the Fathers, which 


led them into divers Errors, notwithſtanding their 
very great Fondneſs of vain Subtilties, and which 


made them negle& Things more Neceſlary ; the 


fundamental Doctrines of Religion, and Morality, 


were preſervd among ! Chriſtians, in the moſt 
dark and wicked Ages. If there have been divers 
falſe Things added and mix'd if they have not 
been; unfolded, and puſh'd all their Lengths, is 


this the Fault of the Goſpel ? But in ſhort, Pro- 


vidence has boldly juſtify d itſelf, if we may fo 
ſpeak, in the Eyes of all who without any Reaſon, 
throw upon it the Negligence and bad Taſte of Men. 
God has rais'd up Men, who have introduc'd a 
better Manner of Study and n We learn 
every Day more and more, to rightly 

the Holy Scripture, and to treat of Morality, as 


it ought to be treated. A good Taſte gains Ground. 


and there is Reaſon to hope, that in Time it will 
make conſiderable Progreſs. Perhaps a Time ma 

come, in which the Fathers and your fond Ad- 
mirers, will be eſteem'd according to your Deſerts. 


But it is Time to end this long Digreſhon, 1 
thought it neceiſary, once for all, entirely to 


deſtroy the only ſubterfuge that was left for thoſe 
who boaſt themſelves of having defended the Fa- 
thers. Let us now take up again the Thread of 
our Hiſtory of Morality. A that which we 


have ſaid of the little Care the Doctors of the 


Church of the firſt Six Centuries took to cultivate 
i 1 — 
t See M. le Clerc. de eligenda inter Chriftianos'Diſfeatientes 


Sentntia, at the End of the laſt Edition of Grotius de ver. Rel. 
Chriſt, F. 7. A. 


interpret 
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it, it wonld be ſuperſſuous to run over the follow- 0 
ing Ages, in which Ignorance and Corruption in- A 
creafing more and more, arrived at length to 
ſuch a Pitch, that they ſcarce left any Spark of 
good Senſe and Vene eſpecially among the Fe- 
cleſiaſticks. To ſay nothing of the great Number 
of ridiculous „ and the prodigious Ido- 
latry which entirely dis figur d Chriſtianity: Thow- 
ſands of deteſtable Maxims were eftabliſh'd worthy” 
the Darkneſs of thoſe unfortunate Ages. The 
Biſhop of Rope, u cauſed himſelf to be regarded 
as inveſted with a Power to depoſe Kings, ben 
he fhould judge to he Hereticks, and to abſolve 
their Subjects ah the Oath of Fidelity. An *® 
Italian, nr Fobn Giglis, © or des Lis (de Liliit 
who was made Brihop of Worceſter, by the Au- 
6 thoxity of the Pope, received at the fame time à 
| Rig 97 to pardon all Sorts of Crimes, and to allows 
| People to e tain hs" Goods of another, after what 
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Manner ever they were acquired, provided they 
gabe ſome Part to the Pope's Commiſſaries or his 
1 dubſftitutes. 

| The Light of the Reformation re eſtabliſhed 


confider:bly among Proteſtants, Purity of Doctrine 
and Practice. But the Reformers themſelves, and 
I their Succeſſors. have they always followed the 
| Spirit of, Chriſtianity, and of the Reformation? 
The frightful octrine of Perfecution for the Sake 
| of Religion, has it not been maintained in two 
| expreſs Treatiſes, one of Calvin, » the other of 4 

| 


preg 5 And dich nt Calbin A put his Prin- FP 
_ctples 


8 fe Camp nf 7 FT of Tat ateran held gt Rame, is trarſlated h 


in By 1. aiv. T Fee alſoTom.1 1. p. 387. and de- Pin 

de lu ae L Temporelle, 170%. S0. le 

Ew Hiſt, & Apology de Lutberaniſm, &. I. 1. Fa | 
cee Wharton's Angle Sacra Supplem. ad Hiſt, Eccl, Vi igorn. 
v Fiqdelis e errorum Mich. Serveti, & brevis eorundem 

ref tatio: Ubi doeetur jure gladii coe rc endos effe Hæreticosa. 
© He MerericivaMagiſhraru paniendis.Note, the Friends of Juſtus. - 


Liplins, ix anſwer to ſome Proteſtant who had exclaimed again/? the _ 
Opinion 


— 
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ciples in practice on the Occaſion of Servetus ? Have 
we as yet, in theſe Times, been able to draw from 


abundance of People, (who have themſelves felt, 
for ſo long Time, and in ſo many Shapes, the fa- 
tal Effects of Perfecution) a very expreſs Acknow- 
ledgment, that all Perſecution, all Moleſtation, 
great or little, direct or indirect, for the Sake of 
Religion, is a true Tyranny ? Have we not ſeen 
Perſons, who have dared to attribute the Progreſs 
of Chriſtianity to this Manner of converting Peo- 
ple, and who have maintained, that Paganiſm, 
would be flanding at this Day, and that three Quarters 
of Europe would be fill Pagans, had Conſtantine 
and his bu 
Chriſtianity. Are there not others that revive the 
pernicious Maxim of St. © Auguſtine, that ſuch as do 
not believe in Feſus Chriſt, cannot be eſteemed 
lawful Poſſeſſors of the Goods of the Earth? If 
we conſider that few good Books of Morality are 
to be met with, eſpecially in our Language, in 
Compariſon of that infinite Number of Books of 
Controverſy that overflow Libraries, and Book- 
ſellers Shops, we ſhall readily conclude, that the 
Study of Morality is very much neglected. The 
public Diſcourſes appear not very inſtructive in 
this Reſpect 3 and, if any one doubt of it, ſee here 
authentic Teſtimonies which may fully convince 
him. Mr. La Placette, Paſtor of the French Church 
| at 
7 vinion of the Puniſhment of Heretic b, which he maintains in his Po- 
ticks, and in his Treatiſe de uni Religione, did not fail to retore, 
by alledging the Affair of Servetus, and citing a Paſſage of Bera, 
here it is expreſly ſaid, That it is more abſurd to pretend that 
ne ought not to puniſh Hereticks, than it wou'd be ta main- 
in that we ought to let ſacrilegious Perſons and, Parricides go 
npuniſhed ; Hereticks, adds he, are infinitely more wicked 
han any of thoſe Wretches. See the Life of L.ipſius, by Aubert? 
e Mire, T. 1. of the Works of that great Critick, p. 16, Edit.Veſal, 
Droits des deux Souverains, Nc. p.286. See Dict. de M. Bayle 
1. p. 425,426. Edit. 2. Remark H. See P. Molin Anatom. 
rminianiſmi, c. 32. Diſt. 18. Maccov. Diſtinct. c 3, 1 18. 
heol. queſt. loc. 25. queſt, 19. Voetius, & c. 


cceſſors, uſed all their Authority to aboliſh 
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at Copenhagen, in his Treatiſe © of Reſtitution, in · 
troduces People ſpeaking, who being loſt, for 
having neglected that important Duty, will com- 
plain of their Preachers at the Day of Judgment, 
in the following Terme: We might have done 
very well, without ſo many vain Speculations, 
* ſomany frivolous Enquiries, ſo many abſtraQed 
* Queſtions, ſo many uſeleſs Diſputes upon Mat- 


* ters in which we had no Concern, and which 


* have made up the principal Matter of your 
* Sermons. We don't ſee any body that is 
« damn'd, for not having known a Hundred 
* Things which you have taught us with Accu- 
* racy and Earneſtneſs, which you might have 


© ſpared your ſelves. But we are in this miſe - 


* rable State for having neglected our Duty, of 
* which you never told us one Word. You have 
let us approach the Table of the Lord, without 
telling us, that it was coming unworthily, and 
* taking our Condemnation, to come without ha- 
* ving beforehand emptied our Hands and our 
* Cofters, of all that we had wrongfully ac- 
« quired. You have told us of the Mercy of God. 
Lou have preſsd us to implore it with all our 
Heart, and with a lively Confidence, without 
telling us one Word of the Impoſſibility there is 
in obtaining the Effects, whilſt we perſiſt in In- 
« juſtice, and of Conſequence in Impenitence, as 
« we doubtleſs do, when we neglect to reſtore that 
* which we have wrongfully taken. In a Word, 
you have left us ignorant of theſe capital Truths 
at the Time when they might have been of Ser- 
vice to us, and you are the Cauſe that we learn 
them but now, when they only ſerve to render 
us inexcuſable, and convince us that we juſtly 
«© periſh” Mr. Oftervald, Paſtor of Nenfchattel in 
Switzerland, makes a like Acknowledgment. See it 
here, ſach as I find it related by a third Mey 
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p. 51 52. See alſo p. 149. 


(34-3: 


Mr. Bernard, that learned and judicious Continu- 
ator of the * Nouvelles de le Republique des Lettres. 
* Tgnorance, ſays he, concerning the Duties of Chri- 
* ſtianity, is both very general, and very great. 
* There are ſome which an infinite Number of Peo- 


ple never think of at all. The Author inſtances, 


* tor Example, the Duty of Reſtitution : He tells 
us, that Mr. la Placette having publiſh'd, ſome 
* Time ago, a Treatiſe upon that Subject, the Book 
* was read as a ſingular Book, the Subject of which 
* was new and curious, and that there were ſome 
ho treated that DcErine of Reſtitution, as a new 
* and very ſevere Doctrine. Some there are, that 
pretend that Morality ought not to be ſo much in- 
* ſiſted on, that ſome Allowances ought to be made 
* toHuman Nature; whilſt they ſtrongly inſiſt upon 
* ſpeculative Opinions, and even upon ſome that 
* are not very important. There are ſome who have 
* gone ſo far as to ſay, that it was dangerous to in- 
* fiſt ſo much upon Morality, that the ſo doing is a 
* Mark of Hereſy. Divines havedared to publiſh 
* Books, in which they ſeem to have attempted to 
* decry good Works. Ought one to be ſurprized, 
* that People led by ſuch Conductors, give them- 
* ſelves no more Trouble to practiſe them 
* The DoQors appointed to teach Religion, quarrel 
* upon very uſeleſs Queſtions; and, whilſt the Pa- 
** ſtor is buſy in his Study, or in the Pulpit, to con- 
* fute an Adverſary whom he never ſaw, or to 
* combate an Frror which is unknown to his Flock, 
the Sheep loſe themſelves, his Hearers continue 
prepoſſeſſed with the moſt Mortal Errors concern- 
ing Morality, and engaged in their bad Habits.” 
See here the Depoſitions of unſuſpected irreproach- 
able Witneſſes. I wiſh I could fay, to the Praiſe of 
thoſe to whom theſe juſt Reproaches are —_— 
__ | that 

Ar. Bernard late Profeſſor of Philoſophy and Mathemat ic is in the 
Univerſity, and Paſtor of the Walloon Church at Leyden. 

” Novemb. 1699. Account of the Book entitled, des Source de la 
Corruption, p. 582, 583, 899. 2 
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that they begin to open their Exes, and alter their 
Method. But I fear very much, that the greateſt 
Part of them have been already a long Time under 
this Prepoſſeſſion, ſo contray to the Obligations of 
their Miniſtry, that an ardent Zeal for ſpeculative 
Opinions, which don't coſt much to underitand, and 
in the Support of which they find their Account, 
diſpenſes with their applying themſelves to a ſeri. 
ous Study of Morality, which requires profound 
Meditation, and the Knowledge of * more than com- 
mon Places. This would be a good Deed, if they 
would let alone thoſe who do their beft in what 
they themſelves ought to do. But their Predeceſſors 
have ſet em an Example, and they are unwilling to 
degenerate. In Reality, who was it that introduced, 
in the paſt Age, the methodical Study of the Law of 
Nature and firſt undertuok to give a Syſtem of this 
ſovaſt and ſo neceſſary a Science? They were not 
Eccleſiaſticks, or Divines by Profeſſion; It was the 
illuſtrious Grotius, whoſe Memory will always be 
bleſſed, upon this Head, by all ſincere Lovers of 
Truth and V ertue; though he had not acquired to 
himſelf an immortal Reputation, by a great many 
Performances of another Nature, all excellent in 
their Kind. Nevertheleſs, when that admirable 
Treatiſe of the Law of War and Peace ( De Fure belli 
& pacis) appeared, the Eccleſiaſticks, inſte:d of 
thanking the Anthor for it, took up Arms againſt 
him: And he was not only put in the Index Expur- 
gutorius of the Roman Catholic Inquiſitors, (I ſhould 
not be ſurprized at that) but likewiſe divers Prote- 
Hook Divines endeavoured to run it down. The 
fame Thing happened to the Book I am here giving 
youthe Tranſlation of, The Jeſuits of Vienna cauſed 
it to be prohibited; and it was not the Fault of 
divers Proteſtant Divines of Sweden and 2 
that this excellent Work did not every where mee 
„ e 
See A. Bernard's Reflectiyns in his Re p. des Lettr. Apr 11906. 
rt.1 which drew upon him a ſanſaltſiLibel from a little renchaſiuiſſer. 
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